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Current Topics. 


The Draft New Middlesex Deeds Rules. 

WE rRINT elsewhere an important draft rule under the 
Middlesex Deeds Acts. Under the existing rules the memorial 
presented for registration must give the date and parties to the 
instrument, and must specify, in the terms of the instrument, 
the lands affected and the parishes where they lie ; and it 
must contain or be accompanied by a copy of any plan on 
the instrument ; it must also be under the hand of one of the 
grantors or grantees, afid must be attested by one witness. 
It is now proposed to abolish the necessity for signature and 
attestation, and to give the option of either presenting a memo- 
rial in the existing form, or of presenting a copy of the instru- 
ment, or extracts setting forth the material particulars. The 
report of the recent Land Transfer Commission, in dealing in 
paragraph 96 with registration of deeds, recommended that they 
sheuld be registered by means of full copies, and not memorials, 
and the new rule is, it appears, intended to give effect to this 
recommendation, while at the same time reserving the option of 
using the existing form. The signature and attestation of 
memorials are to be abolished for the sake of simplicity, and 
because they do not serve any useful end. We are doubtful, 
however, whether it is wise to have alternative modes of regis- 
tration. If registration by copies is most serviceable, this should 
be made universal. Probably the utility of registration of deeds 
has not yet been properly recognized. 


The Meeting of the Law Society, 

Ar THE meeting of the Law Society, held last’ week, the 
President. Mr. WALTER TROWER, was able to congratulate the 
society on the increasing number of its members. ‘There are 
now 9,073 members, of whom 4,165 practise in town’ and 4,908 
in the country. The number of new members in the past year 
was 356, as compared with 263 in the previous year, The net 
increase on the year was only 17; but there is apparently a 
large diminution in the number of those seeking entrance to 
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the profession. Under the circumstances, the numbers appear 
to be very satisfactory, though the ideal of the inclusion of all 
solicitors in the society seems to be still a long way off. 


The Real Property and Conveyancing Bills. 

THE MOST interesting feature of the meeting was the an- 
nouncement made by the President as to the Lord Chancellor's 
Real Property and Conveyancing Bills. We are not surprised to 
hear that the work of redrafting them, so as to give effect as far 
as practicable to the numerous suggestions received, has been 
too heavy to permit of their being re-introduced in Parliament 
in sufficient time for them to become law this session. Even if the 
redrafting could have been completed earlier, we doubt whether 
the Lagantee would have been able to deal with them. Under 
the present arrangement the consolidated Bill is to be introduced 
in the House of Lords at the end of the session, and there will be 
time to consider during the autumn the various changes which 
have been made in the original Bills. This is much better than 
attempting to hurry through an important scheme of conveyancing 
refurm. Those who have carefully studied the Bills, and who 
know the readiness with which the Lord Chancellor's committee 
of draftsmen have received suggestions, will understand how 
heavy the work of redrafting the measure must have been. 


An Undeserved Rebuke. 


WE ARE prepared for our readers having a keen eye for our 
deficiencies—‘“ conscious as we are of each other’s infirmitics,” 
as Lord Bowen’s suggested address from the judges to Queen 
Victoria ran—but we must confess to a feeling of injured 
innocence on receiving a reLuke from an esteemed correspondent 
at the manner we have let the Conveyancing and Real Property 
Bills slip through to the verge of the statute book without 
notice. He has been informed by local law-booksellers—we will 
not say where—that the two Bills have passed through all their 
stages and are simply waiting the Royal Assent. And our 
correspondent thinks we might have let him know. We 
can assure him with much confidenre that if this had 
been the real state of affairs he would not have been left in 
ignorance. We cannot plead guilty to ignoring the Bills —rather 
we have feared that we should weary our reade:s with them— 
and if recently we have been silent, it is because there was no 
information to give. J.ike our correspondent we have been 
waiting, and when June passed without any news of the re- 
drafted Bill being ready, we assumed—as appears to be the fact— 
that the measure would not be proceeded with this session 
beyond its re-introduction in amended form. 


Irish Appeals. 


WE NOTICED a fortnight ago (ante, p. 649) the provision of the 
Government of Ireland Bill Amendment Bill with reference to the 
appointment of judges in the excluded areas. In effect the pro- 
posal is to keep the excluded areas within the jurisdiction of 
judges appointed by the Crown and not by the Lord Lieutenant. 
Lord HALSBURY proposes to carry this further, by an amendment 
designed to keep the appointment of all Irish judges in the 
Crown. We are, of course, not concerned to express an opinion 
whether the judges should be appointed by the Crown or 
by the Lord Lieutenant, but we are very much interested 
in Lord HAtssury’s accompanying proposal that appeals 
from Ireland should be to the House of Lords as at present. 
The proposal of the Government of Ireland Bill is to transfer 
them to the Privy Council. Possibly in view of the amalgama- 
tion of these two tribunals, which is not unlikely to come, it is 
not of great practical importance to which of them Irish appeals 
shall go, and, as matters stand, we do not suppose there is much 
chance of Lord Hatssury’s amendment being a.cepted. 
Probably the creation of the Irish Senate would forbid it. But 
we imagine that the lawyers in the Government are too realy to 
allow the Privy Council and its procedure to grow at the expenze 
of the House of Lords. 


Appellate Jurisdiction. 


REFERRING TO our remarks last week on the suggested abolition 
of the intermediate Court of Appeal, we may notice that 


against the saving of expense, which is put forward as the chief 
reason for the change, must be set the fact that the reiterated 
discussion of difficult points in court after court undoubtedly 
helps to elucidate the real issues at stake, When the House of 
Lords takes seisin of an appeal untenable positions have been 
quietly abandoned by counsel, and the real question of principle 
is fought out free from the confusion of minor issues. But the 
balance of convenience seems against an excessive number of 
appellate courts. At ey for example, county court appeals 
have to run the gauntlet of the Divisional Court and the Court 
of Appeal before they reach the House of Lords. In Canada 
and Australia, too, even High Court cases usually have a similar 
fate ; they are heard before a first instance judge, then on appeal 
in the High Court of State or Province, and then in the Supreme 
Court of Canada or High Court of Australia, before they come 
at last before the Privy Council. It is true that such cases only 
reach the latter tribunal when special leave has been granted ; or 
sometimes, in the case of Canada, when the appe'lant has elected 
between the Supreme Court and the Judicial Committee. But in 
some instances, at least, the system of successive appeals does 
not seem to be justifiable. 


Appeals to the Privy Council. 


FOUR APPLICATIONS for special leave to appeal which came 
before the Privy Council last week illustrate well the variety of 
the causes in which the aid of the Judicial Committee is invoked. 
One of these applications was granted, that of British South Africa 
Co. v. Lennon ( Limited) (Times, 7th inst.). Here the Chartered Com- 
pany had sued the defendants, a company of chemists, for negligence 
in supplying to them a packet of sodium arsenite for the dipping 
of cattle which contained, it was alleged, improper directions as 
to its use on a label affixed. A temporary manager in charge 
of the company’s sheep, who possessed no expert knowledge of 
chemical dips, followed these directions, with the result that 
many sheep were poisoned. The courts below were equally 
divided, so far as the number of judges was concerned, on the 
question of contributory negligence, it being suggested that the 
manager ought to have seen that the directions were unsuited to 
the circumstances; and because of this judicial difference of 
opinion on a principle of importance the board granted special 
leave. On the other hand, another applicant from South Africa 
was less fortunate (Rex v. Hannah, 2nd inst.). He had been con- 
victed of an offence against the Dentistry Acts of South Africa ; 
his ground of appeal was that he had been tried by a jury of 
Dutch farmers, who knew no English, and that the interpreter 
was incompetent. Therefore his case, he alleged, was not un der- 
stood by the jury. Lord HALDANE, pointing out, as he has fre- 
quently done of late, that the Privy Council is not a courtof criminal 
appeal, refused special leave. In criminal cases, of course, the 
Judicial Committee only interferes when something has been done 
which is “contrary to natural justice” (Ze Dillet, 12 App. Cas. 459) ; 
but this elastic principle is at present very ill-defined and, one can- 
not help feeling, rather capriciously applied by the Committee. 
Trial before a jury who could not follow the case is not trial at all, 
and, if substantiatedby the affidavits of credible persons, rather 
strikes one as a sufficiently grave violation of natural justice to 
come within the rule in Dillet's case. The other two cases were in 
forma pauperis appeals, one from the Supreme Court of Bermuda 
and the other from the Royal Court of Guernsey. The first 
applicant was a merchant who alleged that he had been ruined 
by a conspiracy of merchants and traders to deprive him of the 
benefit of certain contracts he had entered into with planters for 
the purchase of onions. Put briefly, his case was that he had 
been ruined by a trade boycott, and the ouly question was 
whether the facts brought his case within Quinn v. Leatham (1901, 
A. C. 495) on the one hand, or the Mogul Steamship case (1892, 
A. C. 25) on the other. The dividing line between a legitimate 
and an illegitimate trade boycott, as discussed in these leading 
cases is, of course, very hard to define ; and it is not unnatural that 
the Judicial Committee was indisposed to consider the principle 
in a formd pauperis appeal, where it could scarcely hope to have 
the benefit of first-rate legal assistance from the arguments of 
counsel. The Guernsey case was that of a bankrupt who wished 
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property. Here the applicant, however, had no locus standi, since, 
during the currency of a bankruptcy, only the trustee can bring 
suits relating to the bankrupt’s property—or, at any rate, to such 
of it as passes in the bankruptcy. 


Costs of Notice te Pay Off Mortgage. 


A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, inquires 
as to the right of a mortgagee to charge against the mortgagor 
his solicitor’s costs of preparing and serving a notice to pay off 
the mortgage. The question was considered in these columns 
about two years ago (56 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, pp. 10, 26, 32 
and 45), and we had to leave it in a somewhat undecided con- 
dition. We ourselves expressed the view that the mortgagee is 
entitled to the costs; on the ground that he is not merely 
entitled to costs of preserving and enforcing his security, but 
also to costs reasorably incurred which are incident thereto, and 
we cited (56 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 26) passages from the 
judgment of Lord ELDON in Defillin v. Gale (7 Ves. 583), and of 
BowEN, L.J., in National Provincial Bank of England v. 
Games (31 Ch. D. 582). And this view, it seems, is in accordance 
with an opinion on the matter expressed by the Council of the 
Law Society some years ago. On the other hand, it appears to 
be the practice of the taxing masters not to allow these costs 
(56 Soxicitors’ JOURNAL, p. 32), though we are not aware 
whether the point has arisen lately in the taxing master’s office. 
We are afraid the queation must stil] be regarded as debateable. 


Archaic Judicial Ceremonies. 


READERS OF Sir HENRY MAINE will recollect the theory 
which is to be found in the first chapter of “ Ancient Law,” and 
which explains how the first law-making bodies in all Aryan 
communities were a group of kings and their councillors, who 
declared from time to time the ancient customs of their peoples. 
These customary laws, proclaimed annually in open court, were 
known to our Teutonic ancestors as “ Dooms,” and tothe ancient 
Greeks as “ Dikai.” Nominally they were only the immemorial 
rules of communal life, but in practice the Royal Court altered 
them to suit new needs under the guise of declaring old customs. 
Such were the beginnings of legislation when kings were 
judges, and the distinction between the judiciary and the legis- 
lature was as yet undreamed of. This ancient custom, the 
annual proclamation of law, curiously enough, is still kept up 
in the little island of Man. Once a year the Governor and the 
House of Keys attend, in all the paraphernalia of judicial robes 
and ceremonies, the ancient court upon the Tynwald Hill. The 
ceremony begins with the “ fencing ” of the court by the coroner 
and sheriff. This rite is a rite of consecration; it renders 
“sacred to the gods” the ground thus enclosed, just as a Poly- 
nesian chieftain renders the ground around his hut ‘‘taboo” by 
drawing a circle round it. For “contempt of court” is in its 
origin the same thing as “ brawling in consecrated ground ”—a 
sa:rilegious insult to the communal gods. Then three times 
the coroner charges the audience to bear witness that the court 
is fenced, and ‘‘that no person do quarrel, brawl, or make dis- 
turbance.” This is followed by the swearing in of coroners, i.¢., 
sheriffs. Then the deemsters and coroners read out all new 
laws passed in the latest session of the House of Keys; they are 
read in English and in Manx. It is all very quaint, and takes 
us back a very long way in judicial history. It is even quainter 
than the summons in the name of the King to all his liege 
subjects which is proclaimed aloud by the usher at the Central 
—* Court whenever a jury is empanelled to try a case of 
elony. 


The Divorce Law of Scotland. 


THE REPORT of & case in which the Court of Session granted a 
divorce to a husband, whose wife in a fit of temper had deserted 
him three days after their marriage, illustrates the curious 
difference between the Scottish law of divorce and that adminis- 
tered by the Probate and Divorce Division. The Scottish 
courts have exercised divorce jurisdiction since the year 1560, 
both on the ground of adultery and of desertion. Men and women 
have »xactly the same rights before the law. A decree of divorce 





pronounced against the husband operates exactly as his death, 
and the wife is entitled to the same share of his estate as that 
to which she would have been entitled if he had died: that is, 
if there are children, one-third of his movable estate and a life 
rent of one-third of his heritable estate ; if there are no children, 
the wife’s share is one-half of his movable and a life rent of one- 
third of his heritable estate. These extensive .remedies against 
an adulterous husband have been administered in Scotland with- 
out complaint ; and in addition to the right of divorce for adultery, 
there is the remedy of divorce for desertion under an Act of 1573, 
as amended by subsequent legislation, which grants a divorce to 
a husband or wife deserted without reasonable cause for the 
space of four years. This remedy is said to have been entirely 
beneficial, and one of the most experienced judges of the Court 
of Session said emphatically before the recent Divorce Commis- 
sion, that he had always felt that he had never done a more 
useful day’s work than when he had divorced half a dozen people 
for desertion. It is stated that, while the larger number of charges 
of adultery are at the instance’ of the husband, the majority of 
petitioners in actions for desertion are wives. The reasons why 
a divorce law of such stringency has been fully accepted north 
of the Tweed, but has hitherto been resisted by those subject to 
the general law of England, form an interesting subject for 
reflection, 


Taxicab Agreements. 


THE OLD question constantly coming up in workmen’s com- 
pensation cases, and actions based on the principle of respondeat 
superior, as to the dividing line between contracts of employment 
on the one hand, and contracts of bailment or with an undertaker 
on the other, came up ina new form in British Motor; Cab Co. 
v. Robinson (Times, 3rd inst.). The company had entered into a 
contract with RoBINSON by which they were to teach him taxicab 
driving until he obtained a police licence, on condition that, if 
they chose to “engage him” as a motor eabdriver when he had 
obtained his licence, he would not “leave the employment of the 
company” against their will for a period of twelve months. Upon 
breach of this condition he was to pay five pounds as the agreed 
value of the lessons given him. ROBINSON received his licence and 
immediately afterwards signed a contract as driver of one of the 
company’s cabs. This contract contained two elauses of impor- 
tance ; one of these said that “nothing herein contained shall 
constitute the relationship of employer and servant between the 
company and the driver”; another permitted either party to 
terminate it at any moment. Of course, the first clause is put 
in to absolve the company from liability for the driver's torts ; it 
makes him “a bailee”* of the cab instead of their agent. 
ROBINSON soon afterwards terminated his agreement as driver, 
and resisted suit by the company for the penalty of five pounds, 
on the ground that the second agreement was inconsistent with 
the first. The first contemplated a “contract of employment” 
for twelve months certain ; the second was a mere contract of 
continuing bailment, and could not be the contract referred to in 
the original agreement. This view commended itself to the 
county court judge who tried the case, and an appeal from his 
decision to a Divisional Court, consisting of \LAWRENCE and 
ATKIN, JJ., was dismissed, because the judges differed. We 
regret to see that Divisional Courts of two judges only atill sit to 
hear appeals, but note with satisfaction that Mr. Justice 
ATKIN, the junior judge, did not follow the old practice of 
withdrawing his judgment. 


Judgments against Married Women. 


THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Wood v. Lewis (1914, 
3 K.B. 73) calls attention to the curious effect of the proviso to 
section 1 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893. That 
section extended the liability of married women on contracts ; 
in particular it got rid of the requirement that she must have 
had separate property at the date of the contract ; but there is 
the proviso that the section is not to render available any 
separate property which at the time of the contract the married 
woman is restrained from anticipating. Now, previously to this 
enactment, the restraint was in effeet removed as soon aa income 
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was due to the married woman, and hence arrears of income due 
before a judgment were liable to be taken notwithstanding 
the restraint on anticipation (Hood Barrs v. Heriot, 1896, A. C. 
174). But in Barnett v. Howard (1900, 2 Q. B. 784), it was held 
that the proviso to section 1 of the Act of 1893 must be referred, 
according to its terms, to the date of the contract, and hence a 
restraint on anticipation then attaching continues to attach on the 
income, even after it has become payable. This construction 
has been followed in the present case of /Vood v. Lewis (supra), 
and accordingly under a judgment against a married woman of 
the 29th of December, 1913, the judgment creditor could not 
attach income which had been paid to the debtor’s trustee on the 
24th of December, 1913, The Married Women’s Property Acts 
can hardly yet be said to contain a satisfactory scheme of law. 


Married Women and the New Bankruptcy Act. 


AS REGARDS married women who are traders, the application 
of the law of bankruptcy has been altered by section 12 of the 
Bankruptey and Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1913, and if she 
carries on a trade or business, whether separately from her 
husband or not, she is now subject to the bankruptcy laws as if 
she were a feme sole; and if a final judgment has been obtained 
against her, this can be made the subject of a bankruptcy notice 
as though she were personally liable for the judgment debt. But 
the section omits to state whether it is retrospective, and _ it 
appears from Shaw v. Allen (Times, 4th inst.) that the Bank- 
ruptey Department take the view that it is not retrospective ; so 
that where judgment was obtained before the Act came into 
operation—i.¢., lst of April, 1914—it is necessary to obtain a 
fresh judgment in an action on that judgment before advantage 
can be taken of the new provision. The present action was 
brought for this purpose, and LusH, J., held that the view thus 
expressed was a sufficient reason for bringing it, so as to entitle 
the creditor to his costs. It could not be said that it was 
frivolous or oppressive. But the learned judge did not 
indorse the view expressed by the department ; indeed, he thought 
there was strong ground for saying that the section was retro- 
spective. It isto be noticed that it rans :—“ Where . . . a final 
judgment . . . has been obtained” without limitation of time, 
and this in terms applies to judgments before the Act. In 
any case, to compel creditors to obtain new judgments is 
both inconvenient to the creditors, and oppressive to the debtors 
who have to bear the costs, and the point should be cleared up 
by the Bankruptey Consolidation Bill now before Parliament, if 
this has not been already done, 








Revocable Licences and Theatre 


Tickets. 


THE decision of the Court of Appeal in Hurst v. Picture Theatres 
(Limited) (Times, 9th inst.) raises the important question whether 
a parol licence given for valuable consideration is revocable. The 
particular point was whether the purchase of a ticket of admission 
to a place of public entertainment confers on the ticket-holder a 
licence only, which is revocable at any time by the proprietors, 
and this depends upon how far Wood v. Leadbitter (13 M. & W. 833) 
is still good law. 

In Wood v. Leadbitter the plaintiff had purchased for a guinea 
a ticket of admission to the grand stand at the Doncaster races, 
and was removed by the defendant, a police officer, acting under 
the direction of Lord EGLinatoun, the steward. The reason 
for his’ removal was the allegation of malpractice on a former 
occasion connected with the turf. No unnecessary violence was 
used, but the guinea was not returned. In an action of trespass 
for assault judgment was given for the defendant on the ground 
that the ticket conferred only a licence, and that this was in its 
nature revocable. ALDERSON, B., who delivered the judgment 
of the court—neither the report in M. & W. nor that in 9 Jur. 
at p. 187, shews how the court was constituted —drew a distinction 
between mere licences and licences coupled with a grant. A mere 
licence, whether by parol or under seal, is revocable ; a licence 





coupled with a valid grant is not revocable, and hence, if the 
grant is one that can be made by parol, the parol licence is not 
revocable ; if the grant is one that can only be made by deed, 
then the parol licence remains revocable. In illustration the 
learned judge cited a licence by A to hunt in his park ; this is a 
mere licence and is revocable, whether given by deed or by 
parol. If it is a licence not only to hunt, but to take away the 
deer for the licencee’s own use, it is a licence coupled 
with a grant, and since the grant does not create an 
incorporeal hereditament, it can be made by parol, 
and the licence is irrevocable. If it is a licence to 
enter on land, and make and use a watercourse, the right to 
the watercourse is an incorporeal hereditament which can only be 
granted under seal, and a parol licence, purporting to include 
such a grant, is void as to the grant; hence it is a mere licence 
and is revocable. In Wood v. Leadbitter (supra) there was no 
grant of any right other than the right to go on the grand stand 
and its inclosure, and—so it was held—the licence conferred by 
the ticket was a mere licence and was revocable. Consequently, 
the licence having been revoked, the removal of the plaintiff was 
lawful, and the action for assault would not lie. It was held 
that the fact of money having been paid made no difference, 
though it seems that a licence becomes irrevocable if money is 
subsequently expended on the faith of it: Winter v. Brockwell (8 
East 308); Laws of England, Landlord and Tenant, vol, 
18, p. 338. 

In Wood v. Leadbitter, however, it was pointed out (13 M. & W. 
p. 855) that, while the action for assault did not lie, the 
plaintiff might, perhaps, have an action for breach of contract ; 
but this suggestion does not seem to have borne fruit until 
Kerrison v. Smith (1897, 2 Q. B. 445), where a Divisional Court 
(LAWRANCE and Co Luins, JJ.) held that the licensee of an 
advertisement hoarding, who was paying an annual rent, was 
entitled to damages for breach of contract, notwithstanding that 
the licence as such was revocable and had been revoked. But 
while this cures the anomaly of Wood v. Leadbitter to some extent, 
it is only a partial remedy, and it leaves the question whether 
that decision is in fact good law. That it is sound merely as a 
matter of law it would be difficult at this date to deny. It bas 
stood for seventy years, and, apart from the possible 
effect of the Judicature Acts, does not appear to have 
been doubted. But to a certain extent there is no doubt that 
it has been cut down by those Acts. This is so in the case 
where the licence is coupled with a grant of an incorporeal 
hereditament which at law requires to be under seal, but in 
equity is, under the circumstances, effectual though not under 
seal; where, for instance, there is a specifically enforceable 
agreement to grant a right ef sporting (see Frogley v. Earl 
Lovelace, Johns. 333). Under the doctrine of Walsh v. Lonsdale 
(21 Ch. D. 9) the agreement is equivalent, as regards the rights of 
the parties under it, toa grant under seal, and on this ground 
Cozens-Harpy, J., suggested in Lowe v. Adams (1901, 2 Ch., 
p. 600), that Wood v. Leadbitter is not now good law ; see, also, 
per PARKER, J., in James Jones & Sons v. Earl Tankerville (1909, 
2 Ch., p. 443). 

But this expression of doubt as to Wood v. Leadbilter only 
touches the case where the licence is coupled with a grant, 
and that grant is void at law for want of sealing, but is good 
in equity on the doctrine of specific performance. Since the 
Judicature Acts this is a good grant, and it supports the licence 
so as to make it irrevocable. Hence, when, inthe present case, 
Puitiioreg, L.J., said that Wood v. Leadbilter was not affected 
by the Judicature Acts, he seems, if we may say 80, to have been 
mistake. It is affected where the licence is coupled with a 
grant of an incorporeal hereditament, and it is affected to this 
extent, that an agreement, specifically enforceable in equity, 
makes up for the want of sealing. 

But there rema‘ns the case where the licence is not coupled with 
a grart, and here it is difficult to see how Wood v. Leadbitter is 
touched by the Judicature Acts. That case decides that a mere 
licence is in its nature revocable, and that the fact of money 
being paid for the licence makes no difference. We are not 
aware of any authority for siying that a mere licence has any 
different effect in equity. This seems to be one of the cases 
where equity follows the law, and when once it has been 
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ascertained that the transaction is a licence, unaccompanied by 
a grant, equity has nothing further to say in the matter. The 
payment would doubtless support an agreement to grant a 
licence, but this takes us no further. If the licence has not 
been granted, you can,-it seems, treat it in equity as granted, 
but it is still mile a licence and therefore revocable. There is bere 
no question of the Judicature Acts; the right in question is a 
legal right depending only on legal considerations and equity 
does not interfere. To this extent PHILLIMoRE, L.J’s. dictum 
referred to above appears to be right. Walsh v. Lonsdale 
(supra) has no application, and we can put the Judicature 
Acts on one side, 


The question remains whether the sale of a ticket can 
properly be described as a mere licence unaccompanied by any 
grant, BuckLey, L.J., says no; there is a grant of the right to 
attend the performance from beginning to end and the right to 
go gn the premises to see the performance ; and on this ground, 
we gather, he decided in favour of the present plaintiff, But 
however reasonable such a view might have been originally, it is 
obvious that it is a mere overruling of Wod v. Leadbitter. 
Exactly the same might have been said in that case; the 
plaintiff there was entitled to watch the whole of the day’s racing. 
But this was a mere incident of the licence to go on the 
premises; it was not a grant of an additional and separate 
interest. It comes to this then, that the particular reason which 
led Lord Cozens-Harpy to suggest in Lowe v. Adams (supra) 
that Wood v. Leadbitier was no longer law does not apply here ; 
and the court has in fact overruled that case as a decision at law, 
and quite apart from the effect of the Judicature Acts. With 
deference to the majority of the court we doubt whether it was 
permissible to do so, and the dissentient judgment of PHILLIMorE, 
L.J., though, as.we have pointed out, too wide in its terms, 
appears to be correct. He held that on the authority of Wood vy. 
Leadbitier the plaintiff had only a revocable licence ; this had been 
revoked and the action would not lie. 











Practice Points in Workmen’s 
Compensation. 


THE increasing importance of Workmen’s Compensation practice 
is shewn by the large number of cases which now come periodically 
before the Court of Appeal, and the great interest of the chief 
oints decided by that tribunal. Not only problems based on 
arge principles of law come frequently before the court, but 
also many interesting questions of procedure. We propose to 
deal here with some recent cases in which important points of 
practice have arisen. 


The first of these cases, Goodsell v. Owners of Barge Lloyds 
(Times, 2nd inst.), settles a very big issue. It is provided by 
section 1 (3) of the 1906 Act that any question as to (a) liability 
to pay statutory compensation (including the question whether 
or not the claimant is a workman to whom the Act applies) ; 
(>) amount of compensation, and (c) duration of compensation, 
must be settled in one of two ways—either by agreement between 
the parties or by arbitration (usually, but not necessarily, at the 
hands of the county court judge). Now, when the parties settle 
the issue by agreement, they may get a memorandum of the 
agreement recorded by the registrar of the county eourt which 
has jurisdiction (Schedule II. (9) ). There is no limit of time 
within which an application to record a memorandum may be 
made: Cochrane v. Traill & Sons (No. 1) (1900, 2 F. 784). When 
recorded, such an agreement can be enforced under the statute as a 
county court judgment. It is not, indeed, obligatory to record an 
agreement, and an unrecorded agreement can be put forward as 
a defence by the employer if the workman takes proceedings 
for arbitration. But, speaking generally, it is advisable for the 
workman to get an agreement recorded as soon as possible, 
because an unregistered agreement —so it has been held in Scotland 
(Lawrie v. Brown, 1908, 1 B. W, C. C, 137)—is not enforceuble 
by action in the courts. 


_ Now, when an agreement under the Act has been duly recorded, 
it is well-settled law that there are only three cases in which the 
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court will entertain an application to rescind. These three cases 
are: (1) where the registration has been obtained by fraud; (2) 
where it has been made under a mutual mistake as to the facts ; 
and (3) where the incapacity of the workman has ceased : Master- 
man Vv. Ropner (1909, 127 L. T. 8) ; Ibrahim Said v. J. H. Welsford 
& Co. (limited) (1910, 3 B. W. C. C. 233). And where an 
application is made by either party to have it recorded, it would 
seem that the validity of the agreement cannot be questioned by 
the other party except on some one of these three grounds, although 
it is the duty of the registrar to refuse registration if he deems 
the amount awarded to the workman in discharge of all further 
liability inadequate (Schedule IT. (9) (@)). 


But let us suppose that the parties have entered into an ageee- 
ment fixing the amount of compensation, and that afterwards the 
employers discover that the claimant was not a “workman” 
entitled as such under the statute. He proceeds to ask for 
registration of the agreement he holds, and the employers oppose 
on the ground that it is invalid. Can they take this objection ? 
That is the point which has just been decided in (Goodsell v. Barge 
Lloyds (supra). There the claimant was a merchant captain to 
whom compensation was paid by the Shipping Federation, on 
behalf of his employer, under a stamped agreement which recited 
that the payments were being made “under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906, under which Act I elect to cla‘m for 
personal injury for accident sustained by me.” The county court 
judge, upon the captain’s application for registration of a memor- 
andum, allowed the employers to take their objection, and 
dismissed the workman’s claim. This course the Court of App2al 
has held to be outside his jurisdiction. The agreement between 
the parties, they say, is final, and works an estoppel except in the 
three cases referred to above—namely, fraud, mutual mistake, 
and subsequent termination of the incapacity. An agreement 
that the captain is a workman within the protection of the Act 
is not a mutual mistake as to the facts ; but the compromise of 
an issue in dispute, and so binding, even if erroneous in law. 
Of course, this decision, as the Master of the Rolls pointed out, 
does not mear: that, where an alleged agreement is not really 
one at all, as was the case in Standing v. Kastwood & Co. (1912, 
W. C. ©. 200), the parties are estopped from disputing its 
genuineness. The power of the county court registrar to register 
the memorandum under clause 9 of Schedule II. does not arise 
at all until “he is satisfied of its genuineness.” 


But how far is the registrar under a duty to record memoranda 
of agreements at all; and how far does his discretion extend 1 
This point came up in Lex v. Registrar of Bow County Court (1914, 
W. N. 223). Schedule IL, clause 9, provides that the registrar, 
on receiving a memorandtim and being satisfied of its genuineness, 
“shall record it in a special register without fee”; but five 
provisoes are attached to this clause. Of these, two are 
important for our present purpose. Proviso (+) gives power to 
refuse registration, except on such terms as the county court 
judge thinks fit, when the employer‘objects on the ground that 
the workman has returned to work and is earning his former 
rate of wages. Proviso (7) says that the registrar “may refuse 
to record the memorandum and refer the matter to the 
judge,” when “it appears to him by any information which he 
considers sufficient” that an agreement for redemption of weekly 
payments, or for compensation to infants or dependants, is 
inadequate. 


Now, the Consolidated Workmen’s Compensation Rules, issued 
in July, 1913, provide that “on the receipt of the memorandum 
the registrar shall send one of the copies thereof to every party 
interested, with a notice according to the form in the Appendix, 
requesting such party to inform him whether . . . he dis- 
putes it . . . or objects to it being recorded, and, if so, on 
what grounds ”(rule 45 and form 38). In the Legistrar of 
Bow’s case (supra), a seaman named THOMAS KENNEDY was injured 
while serving on board a vessel belonging to the Shire Line, and 
assented to an agreement accepting £160 in commutation of 
future weekly payments. The employers proceeded to record a 
memorandum of that agreement ; KENNEDY received his notice 
under rule 45 and sent in an objection, on the ground that the 
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sum was inadequate ; thereupon the registrar, without consider- 
ing this objection or asking for information upon it, refused to 
record the memorandum and reported it to the judge. A writ 
of mandamus directing him to consider it, however, was issued on 
behalf of the employers and granted by the Divisional Court. 
The view taken by the High Court was that the registrar is 
under an absolute duty to record the memorandun, if satisfied 
of its genuineness, unless it appears to him to be inadequate, and 
he is not entitled to refuse registration unless und until he has 
considered the adequacy and pronounced upon it. 


Our next case deals with a very different class of questions. 
It must often happen that a workman entitled to insurance 
benefits under the National Insurance Act of 1911 is also entitled 
to statutory compensation from the employer under the Act of 
1906. But, where the’accident is only temporary, such employees 
are tempted to court the employer's favour by accepting benefits 
from their approved society and leaving him alone. To check 
this tendency section 11 (2) of the Insurance Act gives the 
approved society power to take proceedings for compensation in 
the workman’s name when he appears to be entitled thereto, but 
“ unreasonably refuses or neglects to take proceedings to enforce 
his claim.” Now, what is the meaning of those words “refuses 
or neglects.” Do they apply when the workman simply omits 
to claim against the employer? Can the society in such a case 
take proceedings themselves without inviting him to doso? In 
Rushton v. George Skey & Co. (Limited) (reported elsewhere) the 
Court of Appeal has held that they cannot. For (1) the workman 
cannot be said to “ refuse” unless and until he has been asked 
to do something, and (2) he cannot be said to “neglect” unless 
he is under either a legal or moral duty to do the act he has 
omitted, and no such duty here exists. 


Our last two cases require only a brief note, since no point 
of principle is involved. One is a point as to costs : Jones v. D. 
Davies & Sons (Limited) (1914, W. N. 280). It was held in this 
case that, where an applicant is examined by the employer’s 
doctor on making his claim and afterwards fails at the hearing, 
the county court judge can order him to pay the doctor's fee 
for such preliminary examination. Again, in Kogers v. Metro- 
politan Borough of Holborn (1914, W. N., 279), it was held that 
under seetion 72 of the County Courts Act, 1888, coupled with the 
Compensation Rules of 1913, rules 33 and 35 (1) (h), the 
county court judge, during interlocutory as well as final 
proceedings in an arbitration, can refuse to hear a solicitor’s 
managing clerk, although a qualified man, who is not himself 
possessed of a practising certificate and retained by the client. 





Reviews. 


Deeds of Arrangement. 


LAWRANCE’S DEEDS oF ARRANGEMENT AND StTatTuTory Composi- 
TIONS AND ScHEMEs. With Precepents. Ereutu EpItrion. 
EMBODYING THE RULEs or 1914. By SypnNgy Epwarp WILLIAMs, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 7s. 6d. 


The statutory law as to deeds of arrangement is now contained in 
the Deeds of Arrangement Acts, 1887 and 1890 (the latter only as to 
debtors resident in Ireland), and Part II. of the Bankruptcy and 
Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1913. This last Act has made extremely 
important changes both as to the validity of deeds of arrangement 
and as to the duties of trustees under sueh deeds, and the present 
edition of Lawrance’s Deeds of Arrangement is a useful statement 
of the existing law, together with the text of the statutes and rules, 
and accompanied by precedents. A deed of arrangement may take 
the form of an assignment for the benefit of creditors, or of a com- 
position or inspectorship deed; and in addition there are the 
statutory compositions and arrangements under the Bankruptcy 
Acts. The text of the book explains each transaction successively, 
and the exposition is clear and supported by many references to the 
decided cases. In particular, in Chapter II. there is a useful discussion 
of the principle that a deed of assignment is revocable unless com- 
municated to the creditors (Garrard v. Lauderdale, 2 Russ. & M 
451). The precedents are conveniently arranged, and coyer the 
matters which are likely to arise in practice, 





THe Deeps or ArrANGEMENT Acts, 1887 To 1913. By R.E. V. 
Bax, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Brtne THE NEw Eprtion 
oF WALTER Perks’ DEEDS oF ARRANGEMENT ACcT, 1887. THIRD 
Epition. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). 


This work opens with a general statement of the law of decds of 
arrangement and of the changes which have been made by the Bank- 
ruptecy and Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1913. The text of the Act 
of 1887 and of Part IT. of the Act of 1913’are then given with notes, 
and these contain a very full statement of the numerous cases on the 
subject. Thus the important cases of Re Spackman (24 Q. B. D. 728) 
and Re Hughes (1893, 1 Q. B. 595) as to when a conveyance of pro- 

rty is an act of bankruptcy are usefully presented and explained. 

he former emphasized the necessity of the instrument being an 
actual conveyance of substantially the whole of the debtor’s property, 
while the latter decided that an assignment of all property except 
leaseholds, with a declaration of trust as to these, was sufficient. 
Throughout the work the author has done his task of exposition very 
thoroughly, and he has added a useful set of precedents of deeds of 
assignments and composition and inspectorship deeds, 





Partnership. 


Partnersuip. A ConcisE TREATISE @N THE LAW AND PRACTICE 
RELATING TO PARTNERSHIPS UNDER THE PARTNERSHIP ACT, 1890, 
AND THE LowiteD PartNERsHIP Act, 1907 ; WITH MopEt Forms 
AND PRECEDENTS UNDER BoTH AcTs, REFERENCES TO LEADING 
Cases, TEXT oF THE AcTs, A CHAPTER ON SETTLEMENT OF 
PARTNERSHIP DisPuTES BY ARBITRATION AND A Copious INDEx. 
By H. C. Emery, Solicitor. Effingham Wilson. 5s. net. 


The object of this work, the author says, is to provide a concise 
and practical manual of the law of partnership and limited partner- 
ship for the use of commercial firms, as well as of the lawyer. 
Ordinary and limited partnerships are dealt with separately, and 
the text of the book gives and explains the statutory provisions with 
practical notes. Thus the importance of an agreement in writing 
upon the advance of money to 3 partnership, where the interest 1s to 
vary with the profits (Act of 1890, s. 2 (3) (d)), is emphasized ; 
and attention may be drawn to the general sketch on pp. 11 et seq. 
of the matters requiring attention in preparing a partnership agree- 
ment. The precedents of partnership agreements and of other 
instruments relating to partnerships are very useful features of the 
work. The full text of the statutes is repeated at the end, and also 
the Arbitration Act, 1889. ‘ 





Real and Personal Property. 


An ANALysis or WILLIAMS ON THE Law oF REAL AND PERSONAL 
Property. For tHe Use or Stupents. By A. M. WItsHERE 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Tarrp Epition. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 6s. 

This book, as the author warns his readers, is designed merely as an 
assistance te the memory of the student who has read the parent 
works, antl for this purpose it is doubtless useful. It gives more 
fully, and in plies! form, the matter which the student will have 
collected in his own notes. So far as we have observed, the work of 
condensation is correetly and neatly done. Some part of “ Williams 
on Personal Property” is concerned with the law of contract and is 
covered by another work of the compiler s, and this is not included in 
the present volume, but otherwise the stifent will find his revisal 
of the two standard books materially assisted, The printing and 
arrangement is such as to call his attention to the important points, 
and questions on each part of the work—real and personal property 


—are appended, 





Books of the Week. 


Building Contracts.—The Law of Building, Engineering and 
Shipbuilding Contracts, with Reports of Cases and Precedents. By 
Aurrep A. Hupsoy, K.C., assisted by C. S. Reweastix, B.A., LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Two vols.,4thedit. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
£3 3s, 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of Cases 
in the Court of Criminal Appeal, May 18, 28, June 15,1914. Edited 
by Herman Couey, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 10, part 7, Stevens & 

aynes, 3s. net. 

Stamp Duties.—The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds and 
other Instruments. By E. N. Autre, Barrister-at-Law. Revised and 
Enlarged by ArtTHUR REGINALD Rupatt, Barrister-at-Law, with 
Notes on Panties by Hersert WILLIAM JORDAN. 13th edit, 
Jordan & Sons (Limited), 10s, net, 
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Correspondence. 


Valuations for Land Duties and Purchasers. 
[7'o the Kditor of the Solicit rs’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


_ Sir,—Acting for a sub purchaser of freeho'd land we included 
In Our requisitions an inquiry : 
property or any part of it been served, and if so, when. If served, 
the provisional valuation should be produced and should be handed 
over on completion.’ 

Our vendor replies, “Tt is agricultural) land and therefore no claim 
for Increment duty arises. We do not know whether a provisional 
valuation has been served er whether the original vendor will hand 
it over.” 

It seems to us important to any purchaser of land, agricultural or 
otherwise, to know what has been done as to valuation, and we shall 
be obliged if your readers will kindly inform us as to their experience 
as to vendors giving information as to such valuations, and handing 
over the valuations themselves on completion. 

July 4. Hf. 


Mortgagee’s Costs of Notice to Pay Off. 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—T should be much obliged if any of your readers could refer 
me to any authority upon a small, but frequently recurring, question 
of costs ; namely, whether a mortgagee who serves the usual notice 
upon a wortgagor, calling in payment of principal, can charge 
against the mortgagor his solicitor’s cost of preparing and serving 
such notice. 

July 7. 

[See observations under “ Current Topics.” 


A Country So.icitTor. 
Ep. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


WEBBER v. WANSBROUGH PAPER CO. (LIM.), 29th June. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION-—ACCIDENT ARISING IN THE COURS! 

OF THE EMPLOYMENT—SPHERE OF KMPLOYMENT—SEAMAN LEAVES SHIP 

\FreER Work ENps By PLANK RestiNG ON PERMANENT Quay LappER 
WorKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1) 


| seaman, employed on a mall cou ag vessel which was ii yored 


against the quay of a harbour, finished u wh for the de y and prepared 
to go home to sleep. To leave the ship he had to cross a plank which 
was laid between the ship and a ladder fixed to the side of th quay 
belonging to the harbour authori 7] Te crossed the plank safely and 
dscende d a few rungs of the ladder, when he slipped and fell into the 
harbour. The plank was the only means of access to he quay. 

Held, that the accident arose in the course of the cm ple ymient, 

Decision of Court of Appeal (82 L. J. A. B. 1058, 6 #. W. Cc. ¢ 
583, 29 L. 7’. Le. 704) reversed 

Cook v. Owners of Steamship Montreal 
6B. W. Cd. ¢ 290) distinguish d 


57 SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL, 282; 


Appeal by the applicant from a decision of the Court of Appeal. 
The appellant was employed as a seaman on board the ketch Charlotte, 
trading between Watchet and other Bristol Channel ports. His home 
was at Watchet, where he slept when the boat was in that port. At 
other ports he slept on board. On the day of the accident he was in 
Watchet port, and had been unloading the ketch. Having finished 
mut on the hatches and left the vessel by a plank, 


ork for the day, he } ) 
and the other on one of the rungs 


one end of which rested on the ketch ; . 
£ a vertical iron ladder which was permanently fixed. to the side o 


the quay. He got across the plank in safety, and got some way up 
the ladder when he slipped and fell into the harbour, and, the tide 
being out, seriously injured one of his feet. There was no other wa: 


of reaching the quay from the vessel unless the tide was so high tha 


the plank could be placed directly on the quay The county court 
judge held that the accident arose out of the employment, and awarded 
The Court of Appeal considered them 


in favour of the workman. 
to follov the decision in Coos Owners of Steamship 


selves bound 

Vontreal (57 Sovicrrors’ JOURNAL, 282) and to hold that, as the day’s 
employment was over and the applicant had got from the ship in 
safety to the quay, the masters we re not liable Phe aj plicant obtained 
le ve to prosecute his appeal to this House in forma pauper, 

Lord Hatpane, C, in giving judgment, expressed the opinion that th 
Court of Appeal would have come to a different conclusion had it not 
erroneously conceived that it was bound by the decision of this House 
in the case of Cook v. Owners of Steam hip Vontreal. In his view. 
the facts of that case distinguished it from the present cas He 
thought that their decision in this case must be governed partly by 


what was found by the county court judge and partly by the principle 


“ Has a provisional valuation of the J 





laid down by Lord Moulton in the Court of Appeal, and confirmed by 
this House on appeal in Kitchenham vy. Owners of Steamship Johan- 
nesburg (1911, 1 K. B. 523; 1911, A. C. 417). The fact that the ladder 


formed part of the quay and belonged to the dock company did not 


in the circumstances prevent its be:ng, as found by the county court 
judge, the proper means of access to the ship. The judge must be 
tiken to have found as a fact that the ladder for the occasion on which 
the seaman had to get on to the quay was something specifically appro 
priated for that purpose by the employers, and in such a case the 
principle enunciated by Lord Moulton applied. He, therefore, moved 
that the award of the county court judge in favour of the applicant 
should be restored 

Lord SHAW concurred. 

Lord MOULTON gave a judgment agreeing with the Lord Chancellor. 
The appeal was therefore allowed, with such costs as were usual in the 
taxation of appeals prosecuted, in forma pouperis. An application for 
a special order to carry in the cost of printing the cases was refused, 
on the ground that there was no jurisdiction as suggested by counsel 
under the new Act for their lordshins to make such an order.—CounseL, 
for the appellant, Douglas Knocker and Edgar 7. Dale: for the respon- 
dents, Alexander Neilson and Stephen Langton SoLicrpors, #. #. 
Baron Peed. for ¢ P. Clarke & Co., Taunton; Holman, Birdwood, 
cl ¢ 

[Reported | Erskine Reip, Barrister-at-Law 


Court of Appeal. 


RUSHTON v. GEORGE SKEY & CO. (LIM.) No.1. 17th June. 
WORKMEN S COMPENSATION—APPROVED SoCIETY—WoORKMAN APPARENTLY 

SUPFERING FROM AFTER Errecrs or AccIDENT—‘* UNREASONABLY 

Reruses OR NEGLECTS TO TAKE PROCEEDINGS PROCEEDINGS TAKEN 

BY SOCIETY IN WORKMAN’S NAME—NATIONAL INSURANCE ACT, 
911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 55), s. 11 (2). 
1 workman met with an accident, for which he was medically trea ed, 
and received ce mpensation during three weeks, then returning to work. 
Six months later he had a recurrence of th symptoms which followed the 
accident, and underwent an operation, which produced imeapacity for 
three months, during which time he received 10s. a week from his 
Cy roved soc ety, under the National Insurance Act, 1911. The society, 
owing to the dlness be ng apparently the effect of the accide nt, sent the 
workman a form of que stions lob nswered hy him, which he returned 

ring stated therein his opinion that the illness he was then suffering 
from was not due to the tecident Ths rcwely having tuken proceeding 
qgainst the employe) and faded 

Held, that the workman had not unrea onably refused or neglected to 
tuke proceedings to enforce his claim y 


Appeal by an approved society under the National Insurance Act, 
1911, from an award of the county court judge at Tamworth. In 
January, 1913, the workman, a miner, sustained an injury in the groin 
through a fall caused by slipping on a plate while at work, After work 


ing for some days he consulted a doctor, who diagnosed acute hydrocele, 

h required tappn The workman was away from work for about 
three weeks, and was paid compensation during that time He returned 
to work apparently cured, but in July the trouble recurred, and the 
from early in 


operation had to be repeated, causing total incapac 
July to late in Septem] el The workman made no claim for compensa 


tion from his employers, buf drew 10s. a week sickness benefit from the 
approved sock ty inv hich he was insured. The soc iety, taking the view 
that the incapacity was the result of the accident, sent the workman a 
printed form containing a set of questions to be answered by him, in 


reply ne t hich he stated that he had no intention of taking proceed 
ngs, and did not think the incapacity he was then under was due to the 

ident. The society having taken proceedings in his name, the county 
court judge held that the injury was the result of the accident, but that 
the workman not having refused o1 neyvlected to take proceedit us, the 


society had no right to do so. The soc rely appealed. 

Tue Courr dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised an important point under 
the National Insurance Act, 1911, section 11 of which gave a right to the 
workman's approved society, subject to certain conditions, to take pro 
ceedings on his behalf. It was clear that, apart from that section, no 
other third party could commence proceedings. Here there was a strain 
of some kind affecting the capacity of a workman in January. After a 
short time he vent back to work, but was laid up again in July, 
from which time he received 10s. a week from his societ. The society 
1 that proceedings ought to be taken and the burden placed on 


sugvester 
the employer. In order to succe d in their contention, the society must 
ew that the man had unreasonably refused or neglected to take pro 
edings He had certainly not refused, because he had never been 


isked: but had he neglected? That meant an omission to do that which 


he was under a legal and moral duty to do. Whether the word ‘un 
reasonabl ipplied to neglect as well as refusal was not necessary to 
decide there, because the very word neglect implied something more 
than mere omission The workman was sent a set of questions from his 
society to be answered by him, and in reply to one stated, ‘‘I do not 
think mv illness is the result of my accident in January last.’’ The 


society reserved to themselves the fullest right to decide whether they 
would or would not take proceedings. It was quite clear that the work 


man was never asked to take or allow proceedings to be taken, and did 
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not therefore neglect to do so. The county court judge had largely 
founded his view upon a point which turned out to be valueless. He 
thought the workman did not take proceedings because he had a medical 
opinion that the injury was due to a venereal disease. That opinion, 
however, was given after the society had begun the proceedings, and 
not before. In view, however, of the document signed by the man, 
shewing that in his honest opinion he had no claim, it could not possibly 
be said that he had unreasonably refused or neglected to take proce 
ings. It was said that he was an unskilled man, and ought to have 
taken a doctor’s advice on the point. But he was entitled to arrive at his 
own opinion, and decide that he was not suffering from the effects of 
the accident. There was no legal or moral obligation upon every man 
who met with an accident to take proceedings against his employer. The 
order of the learned judge was right, though the reason he had given for 
his decision was unfounded. The appeal would be dismissed with costs. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., who observed that it was quite clear that the 
word ‘‘ neglects’ meant more than ‘‘ omits,’’ and thought that ‘ un- 
reasonably ’’ qualified ‘‘ neglects ’’ as well as ‘‘ refuses,’’ and Pickrorp, 
L.J., who asked how it could be said that if a man was never asked 
a failure to take proceedings meant ‘‘ neglect,’’ though if he were asked 
he might make a reasonable refusal, delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—Counset, Gordon Hewart, K.C., and Sturge; Lancelot Sander- 
son, K.C., and #. W. Cave. Sorscrrors, Kingsley, Wood, & Co.; 
Ullithorne, Currey & Co., for Elliott Smith, Mansfield. 


[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LEWIS v. PORT OF LONDON AUTHORITY. No. 1. 


24th and 25th Jane. 

ACCIDENT CAvusING Disease AND ULTIMATELY 

DeatH—WORKMAN Quite Heattuy Berore Accipent—AFtTer Errects 

or OperRaTION IMMEDIATE Cause or DeatH—Errect oF MEDICAL 

Evipence—WorRKMEN'S CompensaTION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 

s. 1 (1). 

A workman received a heavy blow on his back by accident in the 
course of his employment, and was incapacitated for over three months. 
He was able to resume work for six months, but was never as well as 
he had always been before the accident. He was operated upon for 
acute kidney trouble, and the operation was successful, but revealed 
the possibility that other causes than the accident might have brought 
about his condition. He ultimately died from the after effects of a 
subsequent operation intended to heal the scar caused by the first one. 

Held, that having regard in particular to the fact that he had always 
been in good health before the accident, there was evidence from which 
the inference that his death was thereby caused was properly drawn. 


WorkKMEN's COMPENSATION 


Appeal by the employers from an award by his Honour Judge Smyly, 
of Bow County Court. The deceased workman met with an accident 
in August, 1912, a heavy wooden strut falling upon his back while at 
work, incapacitating him for three months. In December he rejoined 
his gang, and worked irregularly for some six months. He suffered 
from kidney trouble, and was never, according to the evidence, quite 
the same strong man that he had been. In June, the trouble having 
become acute, he was operated upon, when it was found that, in addi 
tion to a large tumour, he had the malformation of four kidneys instead 
of two. The operation was successful, but left a weak scar in the 
abdomen, and further operations were undertaken for its more complete 
healing. After the last operation he was leaving the hospital apparently 
cured, when he fell dead owing to a clot of blood caused by it having 
travelled to his lungs. The dependants claimed compensation, and the 
county court judge, who sat with a medical assessor, made an award 
in their favour. The employers appealed, and on their behalf it was 
contended that the medical evidence was conflicting, and amounted 
to nothing more than a conjecture that the death was possibly trace- 
able to the accident, and was equally likely to have been due to other 
causes, 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case was one of a class which gave the 
court a great deal of troyble. It was a case where a man met with 
an accident, lived for some time afterwards, and finally died from a 
clot of blood. He was a corn porter, fifty-one years of age, who had 
had eleven children, and enjoyed perfectly good health until the acci- 
dent. He was not a delicate man in any way. His fellow workmen 
said that after it he was never the same man. [Having stated the 
history of the case, his lordship proceeded :] It was said by the re 
spondents that no other cause than the accident could reasonably be 
suggested for the illness which led to his death. The medical evidence 
shewed that, though the tumour might have existed before the accident. 
possibly from birth, it would probably be accelerated or made malignant 
by the blow he received. If the man had had any trouble with his 
kidneys before the accident, different considerations might have arisen. 
The medical evidence suggesting contrary theories was given before the 
widow's evidence that he had had no previous trouble of the kind, but 
at any rate it came to this, that the blow might have caused the tumour 
When the court found the accident proved, having regard to the work- 
man’s previous history, they could not possibly say that there was no 
evidence upon which the learned judge could come to the conclusion 
that the death resulted from the accident. The doctrine that surmise, 
conjecture, or guess ought to be rejected could not altogether apply to 
the evidence of an expert witness in a medical case. He thought it was 
a case where the county court judge was entitled—he would almost say 
bound—to draw the inference which he did draw. The appeal would be 
dismissed. 





| member within section 192 of the said Act, 





Swinren Eapy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and 
Picxrorp, L.J., concurred.—Counseb, A. Neilson and Langton; Ernest 
Pollock, K.C., and 8S. Duncan. Souicrtors, Holman, Birdwood, & Cov., 
Berry, Tompkins, & Co. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


LLEWELLYN v. KASINTOC RUBBER ESTATES (LIM.). 
Astbury, J. 19th June. 
CompaNny—MeEMBER—ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION—RECONSTRUCTION—SALE 
or Assets To New CoMPANY IN CONSIDERATION OF PaRTLY Paip 

SHARES—PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF DECEASED SHAREHOLDERS 

NON-REGISTRATION OF—RIGHTS OF Di1ssENTIENT MEMBER—EXECUTORS 

or Deceasep MemBers’ Ricut Tro Dissent FROM RESOLUTIONS WITHIN 

SECTION 192, sUB-SECTION (3), OF THE COMPANIES (CONSOLIDATION) AC! 

1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69). 

Having regard to sub-sections 1, 2, and 3 of s¢ ction 192, the word 
‘member”’ in section 192 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
includes the estate of a deceased member. 

Where one of the articles of association of the company says, “a 
person entitled to share in consequence of the death or bankruptcy of 
a member shall not be entitled to receive notice of or to attend or vote 
as meetings of the company, or, save as aforesaid, to exercise any 
of the rights and privileges of a member unless and until he shall hav 
elected to be and shall have been registered as the holder of the same,’ 
it does not thereby preclude executors from acting on behalf of th 
estate they represent before being registered, but only where they act us 
their own behalf. 

This was a motion by the personal representatives of a deceased 
shareholder in the Kasintoc Rubber Estates (Limited) in the winding- 
up of that company to restrain the liquidator from carrying into effect 
a reconstruction scheme and parting with the assets of the company 
thereunder unless and until the applicants’ interest had been purchased 
as that of a dissentient shareholder under section 192 of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908. The applicants’ testator, Lambe, died on 
the 26th of July, 1910, being then the registered owner of 5,000 £1 
shares in the company. His executors gave notice of his death to 
the company, and the probate of his will was entered upon the register 
of the company, but the executors were not registered as shareholders. 
A final call was made on the shares after the testator’s death, and 
paid by his executors out of his estate. On the 4th and 19th of 
December, 1913, special resolutions were duly passed and confirmed at 
meetings of the company that the company should be voluntarily wound 
up for the purpose of reconstruction according to an approved scheme, 
and a liquidator was appointed with power to carry out the scheme 
The scheme was for a sale of the assets of the company to a new 
company in consideration of the issue to the shareholders of the old 
company of shares in the new company, not fully paid, which it was 
admitted could only be carried out under section 192. Notices of the 
meetings were sent to the executors. They did not vote for the resolu 
tions at either meeting. On the 20th of December they sent a notice 
of dissent to the liquidator, requiring him to purchase their interest 
under section 192 before carrying out the scheme. He answered that 
he was advised that the executors were not entitled to be treated as 
dissenting members under that section, because they had not had 
themselves registered as members. The articles of association of the 
company gave to executors of deceased members the usual power of 
having themselves or persons nominated by them as transferees regis 
tered as members in respect of the shares of a deceased member. 
Then article 37 provided : ‘‘ A person entitled to a share in consequence 
of the death or bankruptcy of a member shall not be entitled to 
receive notices of or to attend or vote at the meetings of the company, 
or, save as aforesaid, to exercise any of the rights or privileges of a 
member unless and until he shall have elected to be and shall have been 
registered as the holder of the share. Counsel for the applicant con 
tended that the effect of section 192, sub-sections 1, 2, and 3, and 
sections 123, 124, 126, and 186 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908, was to constitute the estate of a deceased member a member at 
the date of the passing of the resolutions for liquidation, and that, 
therefore, the notice of dissent was a good notice, and that if article 37 
had the effect of disentitling the estate from taking up that position, 
which he did not admit, it was ultra vires. He referred to Payne v 
The Cork Co. (Limited) (1909, 1 Ch. 308). Counsel on behalf 
of the liquidator of the company argued that the estate was not a 
and, in the alternative, 1! 
that were not so, article 37 of the articles of association of the company 
would preclude the executors from exercising the rights and privileges 
of members, unless and until they were registered as such. A ‘‘ mem 
her’’ means a living shareholder: Re Bowling’s Contract (1895, 1 
Ch. 663). 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: Having regard to sub 
sections 1, 2, 3 of section 192 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908, the word ‘‘ member ’’ must clearly, for many purposes, include the 
estate of a deceased member. In my opinion, the word ‘‘ member ”’ 
includes the estate of a deceased member, for the purpose of giving 
to such an estate the rights given to a dissenting member by sub-section 
3. I do not think there is anything in the articles, and especially in 
article 37, to deprive the deceased member’s estate of the rights so 
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given to it by section 192. Article 37 must be construed as referring 
to the rights of the executors personally, and not to the rights of the 
estate of the deceased. It means that executors shall not ‘‘ exercise 
any of the rights and privileges’’ ag individuals until registered as 
members, but here the executors have not attempted to exercise any 
right on their own behalf, but only on behalf of the estate which 
they represent. On this construction of the articles, it is not necessary 


for me to decide whether, if the articles had limited the rights given | 


by section 192 of the Compani:s (Consolidation) Act, 1908, they would 
Lave been u/tra vires.—CQuNnseEL, Gore-Browne, K.C., and Eric Gore- 
Browne ; Sir Charles Macnaghten, K.C., and F. Whinney. Soxicrrors, 
M. A. Orgill; Stephenson, Harwood, & Co. 

[Reported by L, M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ENGLISH v, CLIFF. Wanrington, J, 15th and 16th June. 


PeRrPETUITY—REMOTENESS—-TRUST FOR SALE ‘‘AT THE EXPIRATION OF 
TWENTY-ONE YEARS’ FROM Date or SETTLEMENT—COMMENCEMENT OF 
TERM. 

A settlor conveyed his real estate to trustees upon trust for twenty- 
one years from the date of the settlement, and “at the expiration of 
the twenty-one years’ to sell the estate. 


Held, that the trust was not void for remoteness, the period running 
from midnight before the date of the settlement, and the trust for sale 
arising simultaneously with the expiry of the twenty-one years 

The plaintiffs in this case were the vendors of real estate, and the 
defendants were the purchasers. The plaintiffs claimed the specific per- 
formance of the contract of sale, and the defendants contended that 
the trust under which the vendors purported to sell was void for remote- 
ness. By an indenture of settlement, dated the 13th of May, 1892, the 
settlor conveyed the real estate unto and to the use of R. M. English 
and J. Harrison in fee simple upon the trusts thereinafter declared, and 
it was thereby declared that the said R. M. English and J. Harrison, or 
the survivor of ther or other the trustees or trustee for the time being 
thereof, should stand possessed of the said premises during the term oi 
twenty-one years from the date thereof upon trust to make certain pay- 
ments, including the payment of an annual sum of £300, on the 13th 
of May and the 13th of November in each year; and it was thereby 
further decided that the said trustees or trustee should, ‘‘ at the expira- 
tion of the said term of twenty-one years,’’ sell the said premises as 
therein mentioned. On the 20th of June, 1913, R. M. English and 
J. Harrison, in accordance with the trust for sale, contracted to sell 
the real estate to the defendants, the purchase to be completed on the 
6th of October, 1913. 

Warrincton, J., said that the first point taken by the defendants 
was that the trust, heing limited to take effect at the expiration of the 
term of twenty-one years, exceeded: the limit allowed by law where no 
life estate was involved; but in his opinion it was impossible to draw 
any distinction between the moment of the expiration of the term of 
twenty-one years and the moment of the arising of the trust for sale. 
There was no authority against that view, and in his opinion the answer 
of the judges to the first question put to them, and the speech of the 
Lord Chancellor in Cadell v. Palmer (1833, 1 Cl. & F. 372, 411) was 
in favour of that view. A second objection taken by the defendants 
was that the execution of the settlement must be inferred to have taken 
place kefore midnight on the 13th of May, 1892, and that the term of 
twenty-one years ran from midnight on the 13th of May, 1892, and 
therefore exceeded by a fraction of the day of the 13th of May, 1892, 
the period allowed by law. This question was purely one of construc- 
tion, and in his opinion, on the true construction of the settlement, the 
term of twenty-one years commenced at midnight on the 12th of May, 
1892, and this objection accordingly also failed. A third point had been 
taken, on behalf of the plaintiffs, that in any case the trust for sale 
could not be void for remoteness so long as it was exercisable by the 
original trustees appointed by the settlement. It was unnecessary to 
decide this point, but as at present advised, he was inclined to the 
view that the trust could not be revised in this way, and that if it 
had been otherwise void for remoteness, it would not have been saved 
by the fact that it was being exercised by the original trustees.— 
Counset, Clauson, K.C., and Adams ; Cave, K.C., and Andrews-Uthwatt. 
Soricrrors, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for Thomas Robson, Pocklington ; 
1. EB. Burton, for Scatcherd, Hopkins, Middlebrooks, & Brighouse, 


Leeds. 
(Reported by J. B. O. Txeeantazx, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


J. T. SMITH AND J. E. JONES (LIM.) v. SERVICE, REEVE & CO. 
Sargant, J. 16th June. 

PRACTICE—APPLICATION FOR JUDGMENT—REGISTERED DESIGN—INFRINGE- 
MENT OF CoPpyRIGHT OR PateNT—PROCEEDINGS FOR—CONSENT TO 
OrperR FoR INJUNCTION IN CHAMBERS—PvUBLICITY OF PROCEEDINGS— 
Motion 1x Court—Ricut to Costs—RvLes or THE SUPREME CouRT, 
1883, orp. 32, R. 6 
In actions for infringement of copyright, trade-mark, or patent, where 

the defendants admit liability, and consent to judgment on terms, the 

plaintiffs are entitled to move for judgment in open court, and to have 
their extra costs of such motion in open court over and above wha 
would be the costs of a summons for judgment in chambers, 

Gandy Belt Manufacturing Co. v. Fleming, Birkley, & Goodall (18 

Rep. Pat. Cas. 276) and Royal Warrant Holders’ Association rv. E. J. 

Kitson, Ltd. (26 Rep, Pat. Cas. 157) followed ; London Steam Dyeing 





Co v. Digby (56 W. FR. 497) and Allen v. Oakey (62 LZ. 7. 724) not 
followed. ¥ 

This was an action by the registered proprietors of a registered design 
for an injunction to restrain the defendants from infringing their 
copyright in their design, and for delivery up of the goods made in 
infringement, and for damages and costs. There was correspondence 
between the solicitors, and the defendants admitted liability, and con- 
sented to judgment on certain terms, but the plaintiffs insisted on 
judgment in open court. The defendants resisted this, and said that 
the matter could be more inexpensively disposed of in chambers, The 
plaintiffs still insisted on their right to move for judgment in open 
court, and accordingly delivered notice of motion to the defendants 
embodying the terms of the letter of the defendants’ solicitors as to 
the settlement, and stated that they could. only accept the defendants’ 
offer on condition that they were allowed to move for judgment in open 
court. The defendants’ solicitor replied that in his view the applica- 
tion ought to be made by summons in chambers, and that, if so made, 
he had no objection to it, but that he must not be taken to assent to 
the plaintiffs being entitled to any more costs than they would have 
been entitled to upon an application at chambers. On the hearing of 
the motion, counsel for the plaintiffs contended that such matters as 
these ought to be dealt with in open court, so that by publicity being 
given thereto persons might be warned against committing infringe- 
ments. Although the costs were in the discretion of the judge, there 
was authority for making the defendants pay the costs of this motion 
for judgment. Both Byrne, J.; and Swinfen Eady, J., had so ordered— 
the former in the case of the Gandy Belt Manufacturing Co. vy. Fleming, 
Birkley, 4 Goodall (18 Rep. Pat. Cas. 276), and the latter in the case 
of Royal Warrant Holders’ Association v. EB. J. Kitson, Ltd. (26 Rep. 
Pat. Cas. 157). Counsel for the defendants relied on the statement, of 
the practice in the Annual Practice, 1914, p. 536, where it says that 
‘“‘if the defendant consents to the requisite order being made in cham- 
bers, the plaintiff, if he moves, will only be allowed the costs of a 
summons.’’ There were two cases referred to in support of this state- 
ment, which were cited and relied on by the defendants’ counsel— 
namely, the London Steam Dyeing Co. v. Digby (36 W. R. 497) and 
Allen v. Oakey (62 L. T. 724). 

SarGant, J., after stating the facts, said : If the only cases on this 
subject had been those referred to in the Annual Practice, and both 
decisions of North, J., I should have felt bound to follow them. These 
two cases were not cited in the case before Byrne, J., but a case of 
Slazeyrger v. Piggott (12 Rep. Pat. Cas. 439), which had also been 
decided by North, J., in the same way as the two other cases decided 
by him above referred to, was cited to Swinfen Eady, J., who, notwith- 
standing such case, decided that the plaintiff was entitled to bring the 
matter on in open court. In my judgment applications of this sort im 
respect of infringement of copyright, trade-mark, or patent should be 
made in open court, and I shall accordingly follow the decision cf 
Swinfen Eady, J., and allow the plaintiff to have his costs of this 
motion.—Counser, L. B. Sebastian; Greenland. Sorsicrtors, Grundy, 
Kershaw, Samson, & Co.; John W. Barton. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re TAXATION OF COSTS and fe P. HILDESHEIM, A £o'icitor, 
C.A. No.2. 29:h and 30th June. 


SoLiciroR—TaxaTION or Costs—DISBURSEMENTS NOT PAip BY SOLICITOR 
Berore Detivery or Bimt—‘‘ COMMENCEMENT OF TAXATION ’’— 
SETTING OuT ITEMS or DISBURSEMENT UNDER SEPARATE HEAD IN THE 
Brtt—Express STATEMENT IN Letrer TO CLIENT THAT CERTAIN Dis 
BURSEMENTS HAD NOT YET BEEN Parp—R. S. C., Orp. 65, r. 27 (29a). 


For the purpose of a solicitor and clients taxation under R. S. C., Ord. 
65, r. 27 (29a), the taxing master may adjourn a taxation in order to 
enable unpaid disbursements to be paid, and the taxation does not 
commence till the adjourned date; but the provisions of the rule that 
such unpaid disbursements must be satel in the bill and set ou! 
under a separate heading mus: be strictly observed, and it is not su ffi- 
cient for notice of such unpaid disbursements to be given by letter, 
accompanying the bill. 

Appeal by A. M. Billington from an order made by Coleridge, J., 
on a summons to review taxation. In a solicitor and client’s taxation 
commenced by the client, the client objected to an item paid counsel’s 
fee and clerk £1 3s. 6d., and other items of a similar nature on the 
ground that (a) the <olicitor’s bill of costs did not expressly state that 
this fee had not been paid, (b) that this unpaid item of disbursements 
was not set out under a separate heading in the solicitor’s bill of costs, 
and () that payment of such fee was not made by the solicitor before the 
commencement of the taxation. To this objection the master answered : 
‘This is one of several ‘ disbursements’ which were not actually made 
before the delivery of the bill. With regard to reasons (a) and (5), 
the bill delivered on the 24th of February was accompanied by a letter 
of that date from the solicitor to the client, and it seems to me the’ two 
must be taken together, and the letter must be read with the bill, and 


, then I hold that the requirements of the rule have substantially been 


complied with on the points raised.” 


The letter above referred to from 
Hildesheim to Billington was as follows :—‘‘ Please find herewith my 
bilt of costs against you in connection with B. F. L. (Limited) and 
B. E. C. (Limited). I have some other costs against you in connection 














688 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. July 11, 1914. 


with F. and M. .& Co.; also I have a bill of costs against B. E. & Co. ( heque inh Tes pH ct of gaming transactions were given by the plaintiff 


_ 























(Limited The payments In my bill herewith amount to £308 5s. 6d.., to the defendant, and were indorsed ge nerally by the defendant, ar 
and of these £63 10s. 3d. have not yet been paid, namely, counsel fees | paid into his account with a bank, which was overdrawn. The proceed 
£27 16s. 3d., and printer varges £35 14 The total of the bill « of the cheques mere apple / in clearing the overdraft pro tanto. / 
costs is £754 9s. 10d und all I have received from you is £294 19s., hank clerk who received them knew that the defendant was a 
made up as follows Here followed the dates of five payments, and maker, but had no pect fi Lnowl lye of the source of the cheque 
the amount paid mak I ll £294 19s | leavin £459 10s. 10d., out of tleld, h he bank was a ** he r”’ of the cheques within the m 
which, when L receive it, I will pay £63 10s., amount due As to (c) img of the G ming ict, 1835, 2, and chat the plaintiff as drawei 
the master answered that on the 18th of March he had appointed the ntitled under the section to recover the amount jrom the defe ndant 
— or M ren to Pl . [SS = the 24th of ~ "ai In this case the written judgment of Judge Rapcuirre, K.C., was 1 
the solicitor ) adjourn the taxation to enable him to pay the | },, Deputy-Judge Guy Lushington, a follows: In this 
items of disbt before the master proceeded to tax the bill. The] th. plaintiff claimed’ the sum of £76 4s. 3d., and = in 
taxing master, up to that time had not dealt with any item in the mended particulars he claimed, that sum upon six alternatives. 1 
bill by way of taxation, adjourned the appointment until the next day, | defendant pleaded, as a special defence, the Gaming Act, 1845, and t 
and in the interval th bi: — ere made, and the taxation was] (;aming Act, 1892. In the course of the case the plaintiff’s claim 
proceeded with on the a f Mare! reduced to his third and fourth alternatives, and I will deal with th 
Buckiey, L.J., said he re oy tted that the felt be und to come t : seriatim 1) The first claim in effect amounted to this. The plaint 
de sion which wa ud erse to the defendant. On the 24th of February seid, I claim an amount due to me in respect of betting transactic 
1913, the solicitor delivered his bill of costs to the client, together | ypon horse-races. To that claim, no doubt, the Acts pleaded are 
with a letter which stated that certain disbursements for fees of « unsel defence. But I say that, upon the authority of Hyams v. Stuart k 
and printing exper had, up to that time, not been paid by hin 1908, 2 K. B. 696), the defendant made a fresh contract with me f{ 
In these circumstances, if tl natter had remained as it was in 1908, | 4 ny and valid consideration under which the amount claimed 
the law would have been that these disbursements would not have been | payabl Che amount in question was due from the defendant to t 
taxed, and any sun ned must have been disallowed _That_wa plaintiff in respect of betting transactions which took place in t 
clear from the decision en in Sadd vy. Griffin (1908, 2 K. B. 510), | year 1909 Che plaintiff all d that upon the 15th of April, 1910, 
und it is to modify the possible hardship ch was introduced by | met the defendant at the Crouch Hill races, and threatened him tl 
that ck that the rule now under consideration was made His f he did not pay he should report him to Tattersalls’ Committes 
lordship referred to the fact In his opinion hen the taxing official | the 7'urf Register, and that he should sue him in the, local county cou 
uljourned the e Tol e day, he had done not! that amounted that thereupon the defendant begged him not to take such proceedin 
to a ep in the taxation 1, therefore, as regarded byecti nm (e that ind, in consideration of his refraining, promised to let him have 
payment ol nh te t made hy the licitor before the commence cheque on account immediately after the next Ascot meeting, and 
ment of the t , is must be overruled, as on that point the soli ha the close of the flat racing season in November. Tl 
itor weeeded ird to the other point the bill set out certan ! uld provide the plaintiff with a fresh cause of action if 
em ind h e! he letter of the 24th of February, e ‘ shed in fact, but I am of opinion that it has not bee: 
hewing that the payment n Ul hill sent amounted to £3508 5s. 6d established His Honour then dealt with the evidence on the point 
anal them L¢ 10 1 11 vet been pai? His lordship read | and said :] Upon this part of the case, then, I hold that the plaint 
ord, 65, r. 27 tb-rule 29a ind id that, in his opinion, the require is failed 2) The second form of the plaintiff’s claim was not fi 
ment f the section had not been satisfied by the sending of the letter he sums due from the defendant to the plaintiff in respect of wagerin 
The rule require 1 that the solicitor should only be allowed te irry in transactions, but was framed under section 2 of the Gami 
for taxation such fees, cha es and disbursements as had not actually Act 1835 The plaintiff said, and it was clearly proved, that betw« 
been made before the delivery of the bill I sts if he hall set out the 40th of March and the 11th of October, 1909. he paid to the 
such unpaid of disbursement under a separate headi in the defendant in respect of wagering transactions crossed cheques, drav 
bill It was argued that the words of the rul it for the purpo by himself and payable to the order of the defendant (either in | 
ot a computation f one-sixth thereof, uch bill hall be deemed ¢ ersonal or trade name to an amount largely exceeding the £76 4s. 3d 
include such unpaid item is part of the bill were sufficient to for which he now. sued; and the defendant endorsed these cheques in 
admit the lett tisfying the words in the section, ‘‘ shall set out | | k and handed them to his bankers, the Leighton Buzzard bran 
such unpaid ’ but, in his lordshin’s opinion, that was not f the London County and Westminster Bank (Limited), who received 
The jlicitor had acted perfectly bona fide, and had told his client in payment of them from the plaintiff's bankers; that the defendant 
the letter that he had not paid these items rherefore, while th count was at all material times overdrawn, and that his banke 
sol tor had sye lead 1 establishir that in fact these item vith his msent, appl ed the proceeds of these cheques in liquidatin 
paid by him before the mmencement of the taxation, neverthel } the inde>tedness of the defendant to them, pro tanto. The plaintiff 
had failed to nplv with the ndition requir that they ld then iid that these cheque were ‘bills ”’ vithin the meaning of 
ippear ’ ! te heading in the bill, and, therefor or | 1 2 of the Act aforesaid; that the defendant’s bankers we 
\ l. tl el is entitled in his « i | ler such bills, and that therefore he was entitled to recover tl 
to su 1 rr} 1, therefore, be oO 1, no order as t yount thereof from the defendant as a debt The plaintiff was willi: 
cost val the ise remitted to the taxing master ith an intimati > tive hi laim under this head for the recovery of any amount 
that the items ref it n the letter a mpaid must be d sallowed | ond £76 4s. 3d. Upon this head of his claim I think that t} 
Kennepy, L.J rid it ' vill egret also that he felt himself i s entitled to rece It has been decided by the Irish Co 
bound to « " a ion arri d ! Buckley, L..J N f Exche juer in the case of Lynn v. Fell (1876. 10 Ir. R. C # 
hlame attached to t} wv, but the condit iid down in the rule 137 that the word bill in the Act of 1835 includ 
had not been « pry poi ne l th que The next question is whether the bankers were holdei 
PHILLIMORE cad It was in « ery to avoid hardshiy on solicito thereof within the meaning of the section. | agree respectfully wit! 
ind to enable them to et allow es for honest disbursements that cle sion of Channell. J.. in Nicholls v. Erans (1914. 1 K. B 118). 
this rule is passed Tr) licitor, bv following the letter of the rule that the word “ holder in this section must mean ‘holder in du 
uld have made himself qui ! He chose to ad pt a tre h line ourse The scheme of the section obviously is that, where a person 
ind send a statement | letter to his client It is a simple inst: ‘ i en his cheque in ] nt of a gami transaction, which |} 
of the common case that people wl nade experiments did so at their vot 1uto the nds 1 ‘* holder in due course,”’ who can compel him 
eutn lal rhe fa here hot thie solicito id not followed the pay, the drawer of the cheque shall be in ro worse position than 
rule H far he deviated from it is not necessary for that court to | It had 1 ned in the hands of the person to whom it was origina 
discuss He himself declined to discuss the point hether the unpaid | give The question therefore is, are the hankers ‘‘ holders in di 
items must appea n the parate heading item or whether a |] course Did th take the bill “in good faith’’ and f 
eneral statement of the tota m ild flice It is enough I lue ind, at the time when the bill was negotiated to them, h 
him to sav that the letter of the 24th of February, stating that the | they noti f any defect in the title of the person who negotiated 
fact that of the payments appearin i the bill for taxation £63 10s. 3d I am of opinion, and in this [ think I m claim the authority 
had not been naid hich sum msisted « two items—one counsel's fees Channell, J., 3 Viehol v Hrans, that, the defendant's accour 
sa the eller ten*eaietine-—did wah, oh tisty the words | wa 1 at the time the cheques were paid into it, and the | 
ul » hill ehall expressiv state that th } e not been mad nd ppl 1 t preceed in | lating the defendant’s inde >tedness 7 
hall s t wl 1 items of hursement ler a separate head j oO, I hank e holders for value—the lue corres} ling 
ing in tl He agreed that the apy must succeed, and | ¢! nount of the indebtedne which they ped out. There 
ates tn the ' thers ld he 1 Order cording] | m that they acted in good faith, and, therefore, the only matt 
Ce for t H. Dobh; for th r, A. B. Hugh ng is t uest r they had notice of any defect 
ee ace 1] F S (Cudland: P. H hein l s tit! \ » this it Is im t to consider upor 
&n R Law den of proof lic Is it for the bank to 1 e affirmatively tl 
10 notice, or is it for the defendant to prove that they had 
| the terms of section 30 (2) of the Bills of Exchan 
Act, 1882, seem to me to be conclusive : ‘‘ Every holder of a bill 
County Court Cases. } 1 far deemed to be a holder in due course,”’ and the only exce} 
r tion hen certain things are proved “in an action on a bill.” TI 
GARDNER +, LESTER. Banbury County Court. 13th Mareh; April is probably an unintentional alteration of the previous law. I do 
Gaminc—Cueoves Given 1x Respect or A GAMING TRANSACTION—PAY think that anyone can read the ise of Fitch v. Jones (5 BE. & B. 23 
MENT INTO OVERDRAWN Account AT BANK—BANK A HoLperR 1n Dot vithout coming to the conclusion that the reasoning of the jud 
Course—Ricuat or Drawer ro Recover acatnst Drawee—Gamine | there would lead to the conclusion that the onus of proof might | 
Ler, 1845 (5 & 6 Wii. 4, c. 41 9 shifted in any case in which the validity of the bill came into cor 
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troversy, and not merely in an action upon the bill. The words of the 
section, however, seem to me to be precise, and IL have some reason 
for saying so with confidence, as I attempted to argue the contrary 


in a case of Barkworth v. Gant, which 1 can only find very inadequately Incorrorated _ _ Governor, 
reported in 26 T. L. R. 165, and both the court of first Instance and A.D. 1720. Sir Nevile Lubbock, 
the Court of Appeal held that the exception in the section only applied K.C.M.G. 





to the case of an action on the bill. ve bank, therefore, were prima 
facie “‘ holders in due course,” and I am of opinion that no evidence 
was given which would negative that presumption. The only evidence 
on the point which was given at all was that of lerbert Reader, chief 


TO 
clerk at the Leighton Buzzard branch of the London County and West 
porwr Bonk (Litnited). He said. that “ he knew Lory the amano SOLICITORS. 
as a bookmaker; that he kne othing about what the cheques in 
cantien cons ine, that ae mtr F panos. Bh that hey ean paid in in THE ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 








F hi , ” This evidence ACTS AS 
respect of his business, but they could not prove that. This evide nee 
seems to me to be quite insufficient. In the first place, I do not think EXECUTORS and TRUSTEES OF WILLS 
that you can impute to a limited company knowledge as to theit AND 


customer’s position which has been acquired by one of thei clerks. TRUSTEES of NEW or EXISTING SETTLEMENTS 
In order that such knowledge may amount to notice to the company THE SOLICITORS nominated by the Creat ‘ 
in the present case I think that it must, at least, be proved to have of a Trust are employed by the Corporation. 

been communicated to the manager of the branch bank, who is the Apply for full particulars to— 
person who would have to decide how the pro eeds of the cheques were THE SECRETARY, ROYAL EXCHANCE ASSURANCE LONDON, E.C 
to be applied. In the second place, I do not think that mere knowledge . ee 
that the defendant was a bookmaker would suffice. Many bookmakers 











. . 

are rich men, and have cheques paid into their accounts from many S 
other sources than that of their name betting transactions. I a in ocieties. 
order to satisfy the terms of section 29 (1) (6) of the Bills of Exchange ‘ 
Act, 1882, it must be proved that the holder had notice that the par- The Law Society. 
ticular cheques in question were affected with illegality. 1 have not ANNUAL MEETING. 
lost sight of the provisions of section 27 (3) of the Bills of Exchange - , 7 saliie’ ne 
Act, 1882, but the present case seems to me to be stronger than that h: Ai ee meeting of the Law_ Society was held at the society’s 
of a lien, as the bank had actually applied the proceeds of the cheque all, Ul “erie - lane, on Friday, the Srd inst., Mr. Watter Trower, the 
towards the liquidation of the defendant's account. For these reasons, president, taking the | hair. i he following membe rs of the Council 
therefore, I give judgment for the plaintiff for the amount of were presen: Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K.C.B., vice-president 
£76 4s. 3d., with costs on Scale C, and I allow for advising on evidence (He rttord) Mi. Arthur John Morton Ball (Stroud, Gloucestershire), 
and the further fee allowable under item 86 of the higher scale of costs. _ Charles Edward Barry Bristol), ir. John James Dumville Botterell, 

Counset, for the plaintiff, Austen Farleigh (instructed by White Mr. Edward Bramley (Shettield), Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Richard 
horns, Banbury). Soricrror, for the defendant, 4. C. Fortescue. Stewart Cleaver (Liverpool), Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birmingham), 


[CommUNICATED’. Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Sir Homewood Crawford, Mr. Alfred Daven- 
port, Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. Walter 
- Dowson, Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. Walter Henry Foster, 
Mr, Samuel Garrett, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. John Royer Burrow 
Gregory, Sir Henry James Johnson, The Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton, 
New Orders, &c. Mr. John Wessley Martin (Reading), Mr. Joseph Farmer Milne (Man 
h chester), Mr. Charles Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert Chan 
Middlesex Deed Rules. cellor Nesbitt, Mr. William Henry Norton (Manchester), Mr. Ernest 
iia deaauibeaadl — Fitzjohn Oldham, Mr. Kenrick Eyton Peck (Devonport), Sir Albe 
RAFT NEW RULES. Laat , a tae rel | Rag naseny 
.—- sida lg nt Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt.D., Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, 
uXPLANATORY NOTE. Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Henry Temperley (Sunderland), 





The following draft Rules are in accordance with a suggestion con- | \fy, William Melmoth Waiters, Mr. Robeit Mills Welsford, and Mr. 
tained in paragraph 96 of the teport of the toyal Commission on the William Howard Winterbotham: also Mr. S. P. B Bucknill (secre 
Land Transfer Acts, to the effect that Registration should be by Copy. | tary) and Mr. E. R. Cook (assistant secretary). 

In order, however, to preserve as much liberty of action as possible ¥ > ss , a 

the Registration by Memorial in the old way is left optional to those PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

who prefer it. At the same time a simplification of the Memorial The Prestpent said that the following gentlemen had been nomin 
itself has also been introduced in the abolition of the signature and ated to the offices of president and vice-president, respectively, for the 
attestation, which is often a source of inconvenience and does not appear | ensuing year :—Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K.C.B. (Hertford) and 
to serve any useful purpose. The new Rules are in addition to, and | Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor (London). As there were no other candi 
not in substitution for the old, which (except as now modified) will | dates, he declared them duly elected, 

remain in full force. , ao 

It has been asc ertaing d that where a des 1 is printed for execution ’ Vacant IES ON COUNCIL. 
an arrangement can usually be made with the printer to print th The Prestpent said that the following had been nominated to fill 
Memorial at small cost fr | the same type. the vacancies on the Council, and as the number of candidates were not 


Lanp Recistry (Mippiesex Deeps) Rutes, 1914. ene ee me number of vacancies, he declared them duly elected : Mr. 

I, the Right Honourable Richard Burdon Viscount Haldane of Cloan, oan Field Beale (Great George sure t, \ estminster, 5S W.), Mr. Cecil 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the advice and assistance Allen ( oward (Mincing-lane E.C.), Mr." W eeden Dawes (Birchin-lane, 
of Sir Charles Fortescue-Brickdale, Registrar of the Land Registry, by E.( -)» Mr. Walter Henry Foster (Little College-street, Westminster, 
irtue and in pursuance of the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and «i S.W.), The H m Robt. Henry Lyttelton (Lincoln’s-inn-fields,W.C.), Mr. 
the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891, and of all other powers Alexander I aris roe hampton), Mr. Arthur Cops m Peake (Leeds ), 
and authorities enabling in that behalf, do make the following General | >! Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt.D. (Chertsey), Mr. Frederic 








Rules for the purpose of carrying the said Acts into execution. Oddin Taylor, D.L., J.P. (Norwich), Mr. Walte r Trower (New-square, 
Dated this day of 1914. Lincoln’s-inn, W C.), My William Melmoth Walters (New-square 

1. A Memorial need not be signed or attested. Linco] s-inn, W.¢ ind Mr. Robert Mills Welsford (Aldermanbury, 

2. A Memorial may be in the form hitherto in use or may consist B.( 
of a copy or extracts setting forth the material particulars. AvupiTors 

3. In all cases the Memorial shall be written cn paper of the same The Presipent declared the auditors duly elected as follows :—Mr 
size and quality as hitherte prescribed for Memorials. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. George Arthur Whitfield, and 

4. For the purposes of these and. other Middlesex Deeds Rules | Mr, Alfred Egerton Maynard Tavlor. 

‘written ’’ includes printed, typewritten, lithographed or a iar ; 
otherwise mechanically reproduced OCIETY S ACCOUNTS. 

5. A Memorial may state the nature of the instrument to which The Prestpent moved that the income and expenditure account for 
it relates, e.g., ‘‘ conveyance of freehold,’’ ‘‘ lease,”’ ‘‘ assign he vear ending the 3lst of December, 1913, be received and approved. 
ment,’ ‘‘mortgage,’’ ‘‘ mortgage by assignment,’’ ‘‘ mortgage Sir Cuartes Lonemore, K.C.B. (Hertford, vice-president), seconded 
by demise,’’ or as the case may be the motion. 

6. These Rules may be cited as the Land Registry (Middlesex Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) said that in view of the fact that many 
Deeds) Rules, 1914, and shall come into operation on the 1st | of the members of the society had not time to go into all the details 
day of October, 1914. of the a unts, and, as he was probably right in saying that many of 





| 
i a | them did not go through the accounts at all, it would be an advantage 

——— , = | if they were set out in a little more detail than was at present the 
Mr. A. H. Hassard-Short, the secretary of the London Prescribed |! case There was a disposition shewn in the last few years to lump 
Officers fo Poor Persons for giving assistance to poor litigants, has various items together, items which did not seem very intimately related. 
moved his office to larger rooms on the ground-floor of the new, or west, | For instance, there was the item, ‘‘ Rates. taxes and voluntary sub- 
wine of the Law Courts. scriptions, £2,419 16s. 10d.’’ He did not know what was the amount 
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of voluntary subscriptions, but he thought the members might very 
well be told, seeing that rates and taxes had little to do with them. 
rhere was a precedent in the accounts themselves, because they con 
tained the item, ‘‘ Fees to tutors, assistant examiners, &c., and grants 
to Provincial Law Societies (£2,225), £6,818 3s. 7d.,’’ so that the £2,225 
granted to the law societies was shewn. If that plan could be adopted 
in regard to other items of the accounts, it would be most useful to the 


mem be re [he item for rates and taxes, &c., was a very large one 
for a society of this kind. Then there was “ salaries to officers, clerks 
ind servants, and pensions, £8,934 ls. 1ld.’’ He would like to know 
how much of that was for pensions. Then there was ‘“‘law and par 
lliamentary expenses, including costs allowed by committee under 


Solicitors Act, 1888, and proceedings with reference to important mea 
sures in Parliament, £3,423 13s. 9d.’ It would be a great advantage 
if the members had some idea how this was apportioned. He was horri 
fied to find that ‘‘ entertainments after each examination and Council 


luncheons for the year, £1,106 12s. 6d had got beyond the thousand 
pounds, instead of being below it, as in former years. He trusted it 
would be kept below the thousand in future House expenses, 
neluding water, coal and light, was set down at £1,388 18s. 1. 
What the house expenses wel! one did not kno Lut there should be 
some indication he much was spent for each otf the items mentioned. 
~~ ges and sundries’ were put down at £653 10s. 10d. This must 
be mostly for sundries, he should think, it could not be for postages 

Che Presipent : It is nearly all postage. 

Mr. Forp said he would like to appeal to the chairman of the 
Finance Committee for an explanation. ‘‘ Depreciation on hall and 


lane,’ 


buildings, &c., Chancery stood at £2,500. The buildings must 
be going to rack and ruin if such a sum had to be provided. 

The Prestmpent: The will give your observations most 
careful consideration, and see how far they can give any further infor 
mation in the next The item for law and parlia 
mentary expenses is a good deal accounted for by the expenses of the 
Disciplinary Committee; it is really very largely accounted for by 
that, and the society gets a grant from the Treasury, which corresponds 
with the expenses of discipline. Therefore, that item, which appears 
a very s very much mitigated by that. As to the ‘ 
taxes and voluntary the voluntary subscriptions amount 
to about £140, the rest being rates and taxes, which the Council cannot, 
I am sorry to say, reduce. With regard to ‘‘ postages and sundries,”’ 
the sundries are an extremely small amount, but I will consider whether 
dealt with as a separate item next year. The postages, how 
very large; we have to circulate our (Gazette, and all the 
notices of various matters, and consequently the postages come to a 
very large sum indeed. The sending out of the circular with regard to 
the annual meeting and of the annual report alone costs £113 in postage. 


committee 


annual account, 


serious one, rates 


subscr ptions, 


it can be 
ever, are 


Every item of the account is very carefully ehecked by myself every 
week, and also by the auditor and the secretary I go through the 
books every week myself. But if there is any further information 


which the members of the society would care to have. we shall always 


be glad to consider the subjects and to give any information in om 
power 

Mr. Forp said there was an item in the account for prizes of £21. 
This was the total that was given for prizes out of all the revenues 
of the society. Was there no hope that something better would be 


done for prizes for legal education? 

The Presipent : We give a great many prizes besides, and we give 
studentships and scholarships, and there are a great many prizes given 
by special prize funds I myself personally, and not speaking for the 
Council, do not think it very desirable to increase the number of 
extent There are cases where we have given 


prizes to any great 
ven prizes in which there have been 


studentships and where we have gi 


only one, or p rhaps two, candidates, and it is not desirable, unless 
there is a good deal of competition, that we should award too many 
prizes 
The motion was carried 
Tue Late Str Jonn Gray Hi 


The Prestpent : Before moving the adoption of the report, I should 
wish to refer to the sudden death of my friend, the late Sir John Gray 


Hill. Though Sir John resigned his membership of the Council some 
years ago, he continued to take great interest in the affairs of the 
society, and many of us saw him a few weeks ago. I am sure you will 


all approve of my having written on behalf of the Council and society 
a letter of deep sympathy with his widow in her bereavement. Sir John 
was president of the society for the year 1903-4 It was during 
his year of office that the new wing of the society’s hall was com- 
pleted, the occasion being signalized by the visit of King Edward VII. 
and Queen Alexandra. He also took much interest in the subject of educa- 
tion, and the establishment of an improved system of teaching within 
the society's walls met with his keen sympathy and support. 
Annuat Report—New PRESIDENT 

I now have to move the adoption of the report. It 
greatest pleasure to offer Sir Charles Longmore our warmest congratula 
tions on the honour that his Majesty has conferred upon him and also 
on his accession to the office of president. No president has had a 


more devoted and loyal friend that I have had in Sir Charles Longmore, 
| 





PRINCE ALEXANDER OF TECK 
earnestly appeals for Subscriptions and Donations for 
The Middlesex Hospital, London, W. 





gives me the 


or one who has made the path of a president more smooth. I am sure 
that you will all join with me in wishing him a distinguished and 
pleasant year of office. 

Tue Late Mr. ELcerr, 

I can also congratulate the society on the acquisition of a portrait of 
the late Mr. Robert Ellett, who always contributed sound learning and 
common sense to our debates, and whose speaking likeness will look 
down upon us at these meetings, and constantly remind us of the high 
ideals which he always sought to promote. 

MEMBERSHIP OF THE Society. 


I must also congratulate the society on the increasing number of its 
members, notwithstanding the very large diminution in the number of 
those seeking an entrance to our profession. In these days of competi 
tion by public officials and others, and the attacks which are increasingly 
made on property of all kinds, it is more than ever necessary that the 
Council should be supported by and speak with the authority of the 
majority, if not the whole of the profession, and I would urge all 
solicitors who have not joined the society to do so without delay. 

Socrety’s STarr. 

I may also be permitted to refer to the recent changes in the staff. 
Our old friend, Mr. Williamson, who for so many years was perhaps the 
most prominent member of our society, is, I am glad to say, enjoying 
the leisure which he so richly merited. Mr. Bucknill, who succeeded 
him after a long and successful period of service as second secretary, 
is now retiring. Although Mr. Bucknill, owing to his more brief 
tenure of office, was not so prominent a figure in our midst, yet his 
quiet and unobtrusive service and his sound judgment and ready help 
endeared him to every member of the Council, and he carries with him 
our affectionate regard and respect. Mr. Cook, who succeeds Mr. 
Bucknill, has shewn great ability as second secretary, and we look to 
him to maintain the high ideals set by his predecessors. 

Briers From Otuers THan Soricrrons—Counset’s Fees. 

Two questions have been under discussion with the Bar Council, the 
first relating to the acceptance by counsel of briefs from persons other 
than solicitors, and the second, with regard to the relative proportion 
of the fees of leading and junior counsel. With reference to the first 
question, the Bar Council passed a resolution in October last in the 
following words : ‘‘ That it is undesirable that counsel should accept 
any brief from a clerk to a local authority who is not a solicitor.” The 
second question is still under discussion, but I have every reason to 
hope that a satisfactory conclusion will be arrived at; and I wish to 
say that on all questions under discussion with them the Bar Council 
have met us with the utmost cordiality and friendship. 

Tue Bupcer. 

It is not our office to criticise the incidence or amount of taxation, 
but we have thought it our duty to draw the attention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to the following questions, namely :—Under the exist 
ing law the payment of settlement estate duty exempted an estate from 
the payment of estate duty during the continuance of the settlement, and 
settlement estate duty was paid and accepted on this basis. The 
Finance Bill of 1914 abolishes settlement estate duty, and charges estate 
duty on every devolution of a settled estate (except in the case of a 
devolution from a husband to a wife, or vice versa) and provides that 
any settlement estate duty which may have been _ shall be allowed 
in account on the next payment of estate duty, but without interest. 
It is obviots that compound interest at 4 per cent. should be allowed, 
as the duty, plus the interest, is the measure of the loss sustained by 
the subject. The second question relates to the personal liability of an 
executor for estate duty after he has handed over the funds comprised 
in a gift of a legacy upon trust, e.g., on the trusts of a marriage 
settlement. As the Bill stands, the executor remains personally liable, 
though he may have had to part with the fund. 

Pusiic TRUSTEE. 

I desire to draw attention to the report of the Royal Commission on 
the office of Public Trustee. The majority of the commissioners recom 
mended that steps should be taken without delay to assimilate the staff 
of the Public Trustee to that of the civil service. The minority, con- 
sisting of Sir Henry Primrose, Sir Guy Granet and Mr. A. A. Booth, 
of the Cunard Company, recommended that careful deliberation should 
be exercised before applying to the office (without suitable safeguards) 
the more rigid system of recruitment obtaining for the civil service at 
large. The Public Trustee is at present (subject to the control of the 
Lord Chancellor) responsible for the duties entrusted to him under the 
Act constituting his office, and there are obvious reasons why he should 
not become a civil servant under the authority of the Treasury or some 
other department of the State. The first duty is to the beneficiaries, 
and in matters of taxation, such as the imposition of death duties or 
increment value duties, questions must constantly arise which would place 
him in direct conflict with the officials of the Treasury and the Inland 
Revenue. It is also open*to question whether it is desirable that the 
voting power exercisable by the Public Trustee, representing as he 
does enormous holdings of stocks and shares in various companies, 
should be placed in the hands of the State. 


LAND TRANSFER AND CONVEYANCING BILLs. 


I am authorized to say that the Lord Chancellor has consolidated the 
Land Transfer and Conveyancing Bills, and proposes to introduce them 
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as one Bill in the House of Lords towards the end of the session. The 
criticisms and suggestions for additions which have been sent in have 
been so numerous, and the labour of re-casting and re-settling the 
Bill has been so great, that it is impossible to introduce it at an earlier 
date. The Lord Chancellor and his committee have considered every 
criticism and suggestion that has been received either from the Law 
Society or the Provincial Law Societies, and have given effect to them 
where they are within the scope of, and consistent with, the principlts 
of the Bill. For instance, the Trustee Amendment Bill, promoted by the 
Council, is to be incorporated, the provisions with regard to the 
enfranchisement of copyhold and extinguishment of manorial incidents 
have been remodelled, the compensation to stewards of manors has 
been reconsidered, and the scale of such compensation will be increased, 
and all necessary amendments consequent on the amalgamation of the 
two Bills have been introduced. It isa matter of sincere regret that 
the Bill will not become law this session, but the efforts which have 
been made have advanced the cause of reform of land transfer, and 
have established the fact that the Law Society have been and are the 
pioneers of law reform. There is also now a consensus of opinion 
that copyholds and special tenures should be abolished, that the system 
of land transfer under the Land Transfer Acts should be amended, 
and that in future trusts should be kept off the title and a system of 
coaveyancing inaugurated which will limit the title shewn to landed 
property to conveyances of the fee or leases for terms absolute. 

The Vice-PREsIDENT seconded the motion. 

Mr. J. S.. Rusinstern (London) said he recognized, as on former 
occasions, the immense amount of work the Council had undertaken, 
as set forth in the report, the result being in nearly every case satis 
factory, and he felt sure every member of the society recognized and 
appreciated their labours on their behalf. 


Tue Late Mr. E tert. 


He was very pleased to see the portrait of Mr. Ellett on the wall of 
the hall in which they were meeting. No one deserved more to be 
distinguished in that way than Mr. Ellett, with whom he had per 
sonally come into contact, and a more courteous gentleman he had 
never met. The president had referred to the subject of the member- 
ship of the society, and the report stated that ‘‘the society has now 
3,072 members, of whom 4,165 practise in town and 4,908 in the 
country. The number of members who joined the society during the 


past year is 356, as compared with 263 in the previous year. After | 


allowing for deaths, resignations and exclusions, the number of members 
shews an increase for the year of 17.’" He had always held that there 
should be provision to enable every member of the profession to become 
a member of the society. He did not think they would ever fulfil 
altogether their mission until that result had been attained. The 
society was founded, not to promote the interests of solicitors in 
particular, but the interests of the public, and its objects could best 
be carried out by bringing all the worthy members of the solicitor 
branch of the profession into.its ranks. He thought the number of 
9.073 was the high-water mark of the society. It was the largest 
number the society had ever had, and that was very gratifying. The 
report said the total increase was 17 on the last year. He did not 
know how that compared with the growth of the profession itself. 
The society certainly ought to keep pace with the growth of the pro 
fession, if not outstrip it. 

The Presipent: Having regard to the fact that fewer people are 
articled than was formerly the case, the numbers of the profession 
must steadily diminish. 

Mr. Rvusinstern said he would like to endorse the observations 
contained in the report with regard to the retiring secretary. They 
were as follows : ‘‘ It is with very sincere regret that the Council have 
accepted the resignation by Mr. 8S. P. B. Bucknill of the secretaryship 
of the society. Mr. Buckunill was appointed assistant secretary in the year 
1680, and secretary in 1909. | The Council desire to express their very high 
appreciation of Mr. Bucknill’s services during his long tenure of office, 
and feel sure that such appreciation will be generally shared by the 
society. The Council have appointed as Mr. Bucknill’s successor Mr. 


FE. R. Cook, the present assistant secretary. Mr. Herbert Edward 
Jones has been appointed as assistant secretary in the place of Mr. 
Cook.’’ Speaking for himself, as a member of the society, he had 


always found Mr. Bucknill extremely courteous and ready to listen to 
anything he had to say. He would also take the opportunity of con 
gratulating the society on the election of Mr. Cook to fill the post 
which had been vacated. He had come into contact with Mr. Cook 
more particularly with regard to the subject of land transfer, and, if 
he might say so, Mr. Cook was one of the very few people in the 
society who appeared to appreciate the position of affairs in that 
matter. 
PROVINCIAL MEETINGS. 


The report also referred to the provincial meeting, stating that the 
Council had passed the following resolution :—‘‘ That having regard to 
the advantages which accrue to the society from meetings held in the 
provinces, and to the fact that the expenses falling upon the local 
societies tend to prevent the holding of such meetings, the Council 
ire of opinion that the expenses relative to the business of a provincial 
meeting, not including the expenses connected with the pleasure and 
entertainment of those members attending it, should be paid by the 
Law Society, and that part of the cost of entertainment, hithero borne 
bytheProvincial Law Societies, might properly be borne by the members 
attending the meeting.’’ He was gratified that the Council had recog- 








nized that there was need for alteration in the matter. He had brought 
the subject forward at a former general meeting, but the resolution he 
proposed was not carried. It was to the effect that the society should 
bear a distinct proportion of the expenses entailed upon the provincial 
societies in connection with the meetings. Upon that occasion he had 
not received much consolation from the Council, but, obviously, what 
was said had its effect, as was shewn by the resolution. He hoped that 
Council would not regard the matter in any niggardly way. He should 
like the idea of ‘‘ the business expenses’ to be construed as widely 
as possible. The Council had dealt with one part of the resolution he 
hed brought forward, but he very much regretted that they had not 
apparently done anything with respect to another part, namely, the 
conduct of the business of the meeting, owing to which, under the 
present arrangements, the best results were not achieved. A number 
of papers were on the agenda of more or less general interest, and 
they were arranged in such a way that it very frequently happened 
that the most interesting were brought forward the least prominently. 
The way in which the business was conducted made it practically 
impossible for the members to discuss the very subjects in which they 
were most interested. Unless one was prepared to read a_ paper, 
which entailed a certain amount of work, one had no opportunity of 
bringing one’s views forward. He ventured to hope that the Council, 
having gone so far in considering the proposals he had put before 
them, might go a step further and determine whether the method of 
conducting the business of the meeting could not be improved. The 
report contained a paragraph with respect to the Public Trustee. He 
had had to come into contact a good deal with the Public Trustee 
office, and he had no complaint to make. The officials had been very 
polite and ready to listen to any suggestions he had to make. If the 
whole character of the office was to be altered by making it a branch 
of the civil service it would be a most deplorable result as far as the 
public were concerned. Solicitors came into contact with other 
branches of the civil service, and they met with nothing like the 
suavity and. politeness they received at the office of the Public Trustee. 
He hoped the Council would be able to resist to the fullest extent any 
interference with the way in which the work was done; it was most 
important to the public 
LAND TRANSFER AND CONVEYANCING BILLs. 


The subject of land transfer was also dealt with in the report. He 
did not wish to repeat what he had said on former occasions at these 
general meetings, but, personally, he was not distressed by the fact the 
president had mentioned that the new Bill had been postponed for 
another twelve months. As far as he knew, conveyancing work was being 
carried on in the country without the slightest difficulty, and if it 
had not been for the unfortunate craze that something must be done, 
tLe did not think one would have heard anything of the new Bill. 
From his point of view it had no importance whatever. The report 
stated that it was ‘‘the president’s opinion,’ as mentioned in his 
address at the general meeting in January last, that if the Bills 
‘*should become law the two systems of (1) registration of title and 
transfer of the fee simple on the register, and (2) transfer by deed 
of the fee simple without registration, will be put upon their trial, 
the one in the County of London and the other in the rest of England, 
and that the Bills are so framed as to give to both systems a fair and 
impartial trial. The president, in his address, cordially recommended 
both Bills to the favourable consideration of members, and gave expres- 
sion to the view that the sqgiety and its members are deeply indebted 
to the Lord Chancellor, not only for the matter contained in the Bills, 
but for the manner in which they have been framed and for the time 
devoted to their due consideration.’’ The system had been on its trial 
for many vears—fourteen or fifteen—and there was not a person Who 
came into contact with the land registration system, as carried out at 
the Land Registry to-day, who could say a word more in its favour 
than-at the outset. It was an anomaly that that office should exist, 
imposing, as it did, upon the London land-owners such a grievous 
burden. It was a lamentable matter that the Council ignored in this 
respect the interests and views of the London property owners, and 
sacrificed them on the altar of officialism. It must not be thought 
that, because these two systems were going to be put upon trial, the 
matter rested there. In Sir Charles Brickdale there was a most earnest 
and energetic advocate of this office system. He went abont the 
country delivering his lectures, speaking to bodies of men more or less 
well in formed. but who could not appre jiate the real crux of a con 
troversy of this character, having regard to the fact that it was of 
necessity a technical one. He delivered lectures at the University, at 
the London Chamber of Commerce—he invited the chamber to invite 
him to lecture. He would go there, he would have his opportunity of 
enlarging upon the excellence of the system, and the persons present, 
and the press who were invited to attend were led to believe that he 
really represented a good cause. There should be some way of counter 
acting that evil, there should be an antidote to the px ison. Why should 
not something be done officially by the Council from time to time to 
bring the other side of the question before the public? All he asked for 


was discussion, but he did not want the one-sided discussion which 


took place at the present time. 
Hovr or MEFTINGS. 
There were other subjects in the report which should be dis ussed, 
but it was an unfortunate matter that at such a meeting—the annual 
there should be such a comparatively poor attendance. He 


meeting i ¢ 
it would be expedient to have general 


had urged from time to time that 











692 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








July 11, 1914. 











meetings ot the svc lety in the evening Under the present regulatic ns 
they were called for 2 « k in the afternoon of a busy day. It wa 
a most inconven t time for the members of the profession to attend, 
and he hoped that the ¢ T n f these days uld direct thei 
attention to it. 

Mr. E. A. Betut (Londor iid that he would like to associate himsel! 
with the remarks of Mr. Rubinstein in cong itulating the society 


the appointment of the new secreta 


SOLICITORS (QUALIFICATION OF WOMEN) BrIL 
} ] 
The report stated, speak the Solicitors Qualification of Wome! 
sill, that m the Sth of Mar t Bill is introduced into the 


House of Commons by Mr. J. W. Hills, who was supported by Mr. 
Amery, Mr. MeCurdy, Mr. Ramsay MacDonald, Mr. Radford, and Mr 





Worthington Evans, to remove dis jualificatio n the ground of sex or 
marriage for the adm on of persons heitors and their acting 
and practising as licitors under the Solicitors Acts The Bill was 
considered by the Parliamentary Committee vho recommended that 
the Council should oppose it ihis recommendati and several of 
similar nature from Provi | Law Societ ere duly considered by 
the Council and lopted \ intimation to this elfect s given at 
the special general meeting of the «iety held Apeil last He 
deplored the decreas imbet ot the ‘ indidates tor mem bersh)} 
of the society He would resp ctfully, but unhesit nyly, urge upol 
the society that t ‘ s a means which must be apparent to the minds 
ot everyone rea trea OT Candidature tor the s ety H 
asked with bated breatl j th whispering humbleness, lest he was 
entitled to assume too mu by what authority had the Parliamentary 
Committee recommended the Council to oppose this Bill The questiot 
had never been put before the society at a general meeting, where an 
opinion could be obtained m the general body of members present 
He trusted that an opportunity would be given at some early date, 
possibly at Hereford it the provincial meeting, for a de ite upon 
this question, ir hich there might be an opinion arrived at which 

uuld justify the Council in reconsidering their decision to opp e the 
Bill without first obtain ome consensus of opinion from the rvenera 
body of the member rT the ociety 


PROVINCIAL MEETINGS 


Mr. Forp hoped it ild not be thought that everyone agreed with 
the remarks made by Mr. Rubinstein in connection with the provincial 
meetit of the society He hoped the Council would be extremely 

iretul Not nly were the olng t pay the expenses of the business 
part of ti meeti bu ere also going to pay part of the cost 
of entertainment these « isions He did not like to say % inything 
unkind al it ] pl meet ys, but mai ears ago a aecis ! 

is come t I i 1 hich mig! t idopted 1 if it 
vere ma 1 l ! ! ( r less tl in t humble re m 
menda to tl ( . 4 ‘ ler the matt« Lherefore he wa 
entitled to urg t the delil itions and decis did not rry any 
yreat force. He should have been glad if the Council had stated that 
there 8 ild b i mitat t tl double enditure, 

The PRESIDENT The x pe vhich the Council propose to incur 
are mply nited ¢ busine expenses They do not include the 
expenses con ted th p ure 

Mr. Forp said the rds wert part of the st of entertainment 
He vas glad to set however, that that va qualified earlier in bhi 
resolution » as to make the Council’s assistance confined to the 

elative to the business’ of the meetings 


expenses I 
LEGAL EDUCATION 


With regard to ley educatiol the report nutained the following 


paragraph Phe Council regret to repor hat the new centre of 
legal education established last year at Shrewsbury has not proved to 
b permane it. and t t the Newcastk upon Tyne centre is at present 
in abeyance In tl ther provincial centr steady progress continues 
to be mad ind ti Council have voted for tl support of such las 
named centres luri tl ession 1914-15, and have since paid the 

im of £2,225 H« , ure everyone must regret that, instead of 
making an advance in regard to legal education in the provinces, the 

ety was taking a backward course They e no longer going t 


ntribute to Newcastle-on-Tyne, although for many years they had 


done so 


The PRESIDENT he Newcastle-on-Ty centre has come to an end 
If it is started iin, we shall reconsider the matter. We have withheld 
the grant because there was 1 ne to give t to 

Mr. Forp said he was afraid this s partly due to the onerous con 
ditions which we imposed by the Council Shrewsbury, apparently, 
vas in the same condition 


ADMISSION OF WOMEN AS SOLICITORS 

With regard to the subject of the admission of women as solicitors, 
that was rather a serious itter. It was an astonishing thing to him 
that the Ci the back of the Solicitors (Qualification of 
Women) Bill was that of one of the members of the Council, which 
harged with promoting the interests of the members of the 
fession. The Bill proposed to flood the whole of the 


Council was <« 
society and of the pro 


profession In an immea urable degree by letting the other sex into it, 
which would play ducks and drakes with the work of the profession. 
1s sure that the majority of members of the society would warmly 


in the Council in declaring themselves opposed to the sill. 


It would be an astonishing thing if the Bill passed into law. The Bill 
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were parting from the president with sincere regret. He was positive 
that no one could call to mind a single instance when the members had 
received anything but politeness and courtesy from the president. 
Mr. Rusrnstetn seconded the motion. He said he had already re- 
ferred to the fact that this was not a very large meeting, but it had 
been suggested to him that it might be due to the circumstance that 
the members of the society generally had such absolute confidence in 
the Council that they considered it was not necessary for them to 


attend. It might be taken that everybody who had read the annual, 


report must appreciate the admirable work which had been done. He 
wished to include all the members of the Council in the vote. 

The Presrpent : I am exceedingly obliged for the kind vote of thanks 
you have passed. It is only by the sympathy and kindness of the 
members of the society and of the Council that the president of the 
Law Society can hope to perform his duty. I have endeavoured to do 
that, and it is more than happiness to me to know that I have served 
you to your satisfaction. 


Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


The sixth annual general meeting of this society was held on Saturday 
last, on the invitation of the Faculty of Law of Oxford, in the 
Codrington Library at All Souls’ College, lent for the occasion by the 
Fellows. The chair was taken by the President, Dr. Bond, of Cam- 
bridge, and there was a large attendance of members. 

Before the ordinary business of the meeting commenced, Professor 
Goudy, at the request of the chairman, delivered an impressive tribute 
to the memory of Sir William Anson, who had been one of the original 
honorary members of the society, and who had actually expressed his 
intention of being present at the meeting. Speaking with deep feeling, 
and from a memory of twenty-one years of close friendship, Professor 
Goudy sketched the career and work of the late Warden, and dwelt 
upon the many eminent features of his character, especially his 
industry, his sympathy with the aims of others, his conscientiousness, 
his fairness, and, above all, his lovableness. 

At the conclusion of Professor Goudy’s address, Sir Frederick 
Pollock, speaking as a schoolfellow at Eton of Sir William Anson, 
added a brief tribute to the Warden’s memory, and the meeting passed 
a silent vote of thanks to the two speakers. 

The annual report and balance-sheet of the society, which were of a 
prosperous nature, were adopted on the motion of Dr. Blake Odgers, 
seconded by Professor Geldart. 

The question of extending the scope of the society to Scotland and 
Ireland was mooted by Mr. Bramley, of Sheffield, and Dr. Blake 
Odgers, and left for consideration by the committee. 

The President excused himself, on the ground of great pressure of 
work, from delivering a formal address in accordance with custom, 
but made a few remarks with regard to matters of domestic importance 
to the society. 

On the nomination of the committee, the following elections of 
officers for the year 1914-15 were unanimously made—viz., as President, 
Professor Phillips, of Leeds; as Vice-president, Sir Ernest Trevelyan, 
of Oxford; as Treasurer, Dr. Harold D. Hazeltine, of Cambridge; 
and as Hon. Secretary, Mr. Edward Jenks. 

An interesting discussion then followed upon the report of the 
special committee appointed at the last general meeting to consider a 
suggestion for the publication of case books under the auspices of the 
society, and, ultimately, it was resolved unanimously to proceed with 
the scheme on the lines proposed by the special committee, and an 
editorial committee was elected to give effect to the resolution. 

A vote of thanks to the honorary auditors of the society (Mr. M. L. 
Gwyer and Mr. S. H. Leonard) having been passed, the morning 
session concluded with a cordial vote of thanks to the members of the 
Oxford Faculty for their hospitable entertainment, and to the Fellows 
of All Souls for their permission to meet in the library. 

At the adjourned meeting in the afternoon, Sir Frederick Pollock 
read a paper on “The Admiralty Court of the Cinque Ports,’’ and in 
the evening the members of the society attending the meeting were 
entertained at dinner by the Oxford Faculty in the hall of All Souls. 
Professor Goudy presided at the dinner, and speeches were delivered 
by Sir Thomas Raleigh, the retiring president (Dr. Bond), Sir Erle 
Richards, the President-Elect (Professor Phillips), and Professor Clark. 
Fine weather favoured the meeting, which was altogether a brilliant 
success, 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors held their usual monthly meeting at the Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst., Mr. W. Arthur Sharpe in the chair. 
Messrs..T. S. Curtis, A. Davenport, T. Dixon (Chelmsford), W. Dow- 
sor, W. E. Gillett, Charles Goddard, J. R. B. Gregory, C. G. May, 
R. W. Tweedie, W. M. Walters, and C. B. Thring (Bath) were also 
present. Grants to the amount of £1,443 were made to poor and 
deserving cases, eight new members were admitted, and other general 
business transacted. 








A prospective juryman at London Session on Tuesday told Mr. Allan 
Lawrie that he did not wish to shirk his duty as a citizen, but he would 
lose work if he were empanelled. ‘‘ I have ten children, my lord,” he 
added. ‘‘Enough!’’ said Mr. Lawrie. ‘You have done your duty 
already. Go back to your work,” 

















Covent Garden Estate. 


Sir Joseph Beecham has, says the Times, bought the Covent Carden 
Estate, in association with Mr. A. L. Ormrod, stockbroker, of Man 
chester. The negotiations were initiated and conducted on behalf cf 
Sir Joseph Beecham and Mr. Ormrod by Mr. James White, with the 
assistance of Mr. Charles L. Samson, past-President of the Law Society 
(senior member of the firm of Grundy, Kershaw, Samson, & Co., 
solicitors, London and Manchester), and with the co-operation of Sir 
Henry Paget-Cooke (of the firm of Russell-Cooke & Co., solicitors, Lin- 
coln’s-inn). 

It will be remembered that last December it was announced that Mr. 
Mallaby-Deeley had acquired the estate. In the negotiations just 
closed he was represented by Messrs. Freshfields, whe write to the 
Times as follows :—We shall be much obliged if you will kindly make 
the following statement respecting the contract for the sale of the 
Covent Garden estate of the Duke of Bedford to Mr. Mallaby-Deeley, 
made on 25th November, 1913. In the early part of this year a dispute 
wholly unconnected with the financial aspect of the contract, but 
turning upon boundaries, arose between the Duke as vendor and Mr. 
Mallaby-Deeley, the intending purchaser. The financial ability of Mr. 
Mallaby-Deeley to carry out the contract is not, and hag never been, 
in doubt or question, and, as stated at the time, he was purchasing 
solely for himself and not on behalf of anyone else, directly or in- 
directly. This dispute resulted in legal proceedings being commenced 
by Mr. Mallaby-Deeley for specific performance of the contract. Before 
these proceedings he had received and refused at various times offers 
for the resale of the property at considerably enhanced prices. After 
these proceedings had been commenced an original offer by Sir Joseph 
Beecham was very largely increased, and other benefits attached thereto 
and Mr. Mallaby-Deeley then felt he was justified in accepting it, and 
£75,000 has already been receivéd by him by way of deposit. 

In a transaction of such magnitude, involving not less than 2} 
millions sterling, the payment of the purchase money is naturally spread 
over a term. The first instalment was paid on Monday, and it is 
understood that the arrangements include, among other things, the 
leaving of some of the money on mortgage. The estate agents con- 
nected with the present transaction were Messrs. Goddard & Smith, 


of Piccadilly. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


STUDENTSHIPS, 1914. 


The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 
Committee, has made the following award of studentships, of the 
annual value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion of the Council, 
subject to the conditions prescribed in the Regulations :— 


Crass A. 
(Candidates under 19, having certain educational qualifications.) 
Mr. Oswatp Trevor CurRTIS. 


[Mr. Curtis was educated -at Bournemouth School. ] ’ 

To a studentship primarily reserved for candidates who have obtained 
distinction in the Preliminary Examination— 

Mr. Beaumont Epwarp ZACHARIE GAMMELL. , 

[Mr. Gammell was educated at Bedford Grammar School, and is 
articled with Mr. Philip Conway, of London. His studentship is 
awarded on condition that he proceeds, and continues to pursue a 


course of studies for a degree in law.] 
Crass B. 
(Articled clerks having at least three years to serve.) 
Mr. Bernarp Hacots, articled with Mr. J. W. Stocker, of London, 


Crass C. 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 
Mr. Georce Wim Moore, articled with Mr. C. J. Band, of 
Coventry. : 
To the additional studentship offered by the Regulations— : 
Mr. ARTHUR Francis Myers, a candidate in Class B, articled with 


Mr. C. H. L. Emmanuel, of London. 
Mr. Tuomas Harwoop Harseg, B.A., of Emmanuel College, Cam- 


bridge, articled with Mr. G. H. Bower, of London, a candidate in 
Class C, distinguished himself in the examination. 
By Order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Pucknitn, Secretary. 


3rd July, 1914, 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
satel at the Intermediate Examination held on 17th and 18th June, 
1914. A candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the examination 


at the same time i— 
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First Crass. 
Nathan Leonard Harris. 
PAsseD. 
Allen, Frederick Richard James, John Edgar Arnold 
Awdry, Neville John Landman, Samuel, M.A. Leeds 
Barrow, Wynford Wilfred Ernest Lehmann, Reginald Roy 
Beard, Edwin Cyril, B.A. Cantab. Morgan, George Bernard 
Bush, Herbert Fulford Morris, Robert Parry 
Carey, Charles Cecil Napier, James Murray 
Catnach, Charles Burney Oakden, Edward Ralph 
Davies, Henry Ernest Page, William Urbane 
Day, Horace Alfred Parfitt, Henry Francis 
Dymoke, Henry Lionel Pitt, Gordon Henry 
Edell, Ivan James Rutter, Arthur Kingsley 
Egginton, John Foley Saunders, Henry James Huzzey 
Fordham, Frederick Ewart Saunders, James John 
Gordon, George Spanner, Frank Henry 
Haggis, Bernard Spink, Sydney Cooper 
Hall, Henry James William Unsworth, Charles Henry 
Hart, Cecil Henry Walker, Richard 
Hatton, Alan Herbert Wallwork, Leo Bernard 
Heptonstall, Robert Allatt Washington, William 
Hollinrake, Gilbert Smith Fraser 
Howey, William Jennings Wood, Brian Robert Philip 
Hyde, Harold Edward 


THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE PASSED THE LEGAL PORTION ONLY. 


Allbutt, Francis Prideaux Jones, Featherstone Lewis 
Annear, Frank Foster Lambert, Geoffrey Fontaine 
Arch, Joseph Leak, Reginald 
Auden, John Lorimer Light, Owen Fuller 
Barrick, George Oliver James Lisby, Vincent Charles 
Bates, Francis Osborne Llewellyn, John Harold 
Bathurst, James Richard Cort Lockwood, Alan Parker 
Bell, Bernard Arthur Middleton, John Leam 
Bennett, John Morcom, Percival John Hosking 
Bevan, David William Mossop, George Holmes 
Blyton, Alister Arthur Newey, William Lewis Walker 
Bower, John Albert Newman, William Henry 
Bowes, Sidney Watkin Nias, Harold Raymond, M.A. 
Bradbury, Thomas Peers Oxon. 
Chapman, Alfred John Orrell. Keith Faulkner Andrew 
Chislett, William Arthur Passman, Kenelm Granby 
Cliff, Raymond Phillips, William England 
Davenport, Harold, B.A. Cantab. Reynolde,- James, B.A. London 
Davey, Donald Woodward Riddel. Richard Cecil Hewat 
Davies, Noel Hier Roberts, Douglas Leslie 
Davies, Willoughby Arlingham Robinson, Leonard 
Dibdin, Charles Rowbotham, John 
Evans, Illtvyd Moy Selwyn 
Fairbairn. Ernest. Halford Rowe, Cecil Denton 
Fenton, Nicholas Robert Seller, Herbert Evans 
Finch, George Fladgate Shelley, Perc v John 
Fisher, Gerald Learoyd Hammond Taylor. Ernest Oliver 
Foster, Arthur William Underwood, John Middleton 
Fuller, William Whitburn, Arthur Kemp 
Games, Carlos Whiteside, Cyril 
Griffith, Trevor Llewelyn Whittingham, Alfred Rolfe 
Guest, William Arthur Williams, Alfred James 
Hackworth, Alan, B.A. Cantab. Williams, Archibald 
Hallinan, Charles Stewart Williams, William Arthur 
Hancock, Gerald Richard Wing, Richard 
Higman, Bernard Drake Woodhouse. Eric 
Holt, Alan Thomas Selborne Woodhouse, Ralph Mantell, B.A 
Hooman, Charles Victor Lisle Oxon. 
Howard, George Mihill 

No of Candidates 242 


James 


Cheetham 


Passed ... on wae 


THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE Passep THE Trust ACCOUNTS AND 
BOOKKEEPING PORTION ONLY. 

Ackroyd, John William Elgood, Vivian Arthur Alsager 
Allen, Albert George Evans, Walter Henry Freke, B.A. 
Bailey, Major Harry Oxon. 
Bannister, Ernest Fowler, Philip Alan, B.A. Oxon. 
Baynes, Edward Reginald, B.A. Frere, Gilbert Raper 

Oxon. Garrard, Norton Rochfort 
Bolingbroke, Charles Bensly, B.A. Goodwin, Walter 


Cantab. Griffith, Henry Hall 
Cattle, Eustace Shipstone Grove, Peter Terry, LL.B. Lon- 
Chadfield. Hugo Thomas don 


Heelis, Guy Hopes 
Howell, Vernon 
Howells, Evan 
Ingoldby, Humphrey 


Collins, Horace Alexander 
Gollis, George Douglas 
Curtis, Alec Charles 
Davis, John 


Davis, Sidney George, LL.B. Jackson, Thomas 

London Jasper, Reginald Frederic Tudor, 
Dawkins, Frederick Samuel B.A. Cantab. 

Shelley Johnson, Montague Kemmis 


Desquesnes, Arnold, LL.B. Vic- Julius, Arthur Dudley, B.A, Oxon. 
toria Layland, James Muir 


Leech, Eric Yorke Torkington 

Lewis, Brinley Richard, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Mawson, Joseph Tandt, B.A. 

Manning. Richard, B.A. Cantab. 

Marks, Laurence 
Durham 

Moore, Edward Hayden 

Morris, Harry 

Newboult, Jack 

Nichols, Basil George 

0’ Mahony, Eric 

Partridge. Robert Henry, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Payne, Clarence Alfred 

Pemberton, William Harris, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Plews, John Christopher 

Pownall, Henry 

Quénet, William McDonald 

Ramsden, Arthur Maxwell 

Robotham, Gordon Blews 


No. of Candidates ... .. 190 


Rose, Arthur 
B.C.L. Oxon. 

Rumney, Thomas 

Sheather, John Charles 

St.- George, Herbert Whitmore 

Sumner, Lionel Randolph Cole 
ridge 

Thorne, Ralph Gerard Athol, B.A, 
Oxon. 

Thornley, Percy Robert 

Treasure, Garnet Wethey 

Trower, William Gosselin, B.A. 
Oxon. 

Tuson, Cyril Barnett 

Warren, John Crosbv. B.A. Oxon 


Raymond, B.A., 


Warris, Marriott Wilson, B.A. 
Oxon. 
Wigan, Charles Richard, B.A. 
Oxon 


Williams, John Jordan Lloyd 
Wood, Edward Hamilton 
Wood, Ronald Maxwell 
Wright, Henry Herbert Sydney 
Passed ... acc a 


By Order of the Council, 


8. P. B. Bucknitt_ Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W. C. 


3rd July, 1914. 





FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Final Examination held on 15th and 16th June, 


1914. 

Acheson-Gray, 
B.A. Cantab. 

Allaway, Trevor Rhys 

Appleyard; Claude Peters 

Atkinson, Arthur 

Bacon, William George 

Baker, Aubrey Halliwell, B.A. 
Oxon. 

Banks, Russell Evarard 

Barber, Geoffrey Carew 

Beresford, Leonard Beardmore 
3evan, Thomas Edward 

Bickle, Norman John 

Bilton, Claude Herbert 
B.A. Cantab. 

Bowen-Hamer, William Thomas 

Brain, John Atkins 
Sudden, Lionel 

Burrell, Charles 
Dudley 

Burrell, Raymond Francis Topham 

Butler, Archibald John Salisbury, 
B.A. Cantab. 

Cadge, Ghristopher Rawlinson 

Cardwell, Henry, M.A., LL.B. 
Vic toria 

Cartwright, Henry Joseph 

Charles, William Rawlinson 

( 

( 


Charles Gerald, 


Evelyn, 


Hearn Oscar 


ark, Walter Douglas 

tohan, Edward Molyneux, B.A. 
Oxon. 

Colbeck, William Henry 

Collis, Frank Reginald 

Cooper, William Gordon 

Cox, Dudley Alfred, B.A. Oxon. 

Cule, Ivor Morgan 

Daggett. Cedric Hunton 

Davies, Eric, B.A., LL.B. Cantab. 
Davies, Reginald de Mornay 
Davis, John Owen, LL.B. London 
Davis, Thomas 

Daw, William Fabyan Benhett, 
B.A. Cantab. 

Dawes, Michael Stileman, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Dolden, Alfred Stuart 

Dowding, Kenneth Townley, B.A. 
Oxon. 

Dowson, Humphrey, B.A. Cantab. 
Eales, Francis Daw Sherbrooke 
Earle, John William Arthur, B.A. 
Oxon. 7 

Eastley, Charles Mortimer 
Eastley, John Edward 

Exeter, George Henry 

| Foord, Herbert Quallett 


Foskett, Noél 

Fovargue, Reginald West 

Francillon, Francis Edward, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Freeman, John Guy 

Fripp, George Christie 

Game. Arthur Kingsley, 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Gibbs, Thomas Foster 

Goldman, Joseph Wolfe 

Goodchild, Hugh Napier, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Goolden. Alexander Wood, LL.B. 
Cantab. 

Gotch, Roby 
Oxon. 

Hales, William Clifford 

Harbottle, Thomas Milnes 

Harfield. Douglas Harry Bernard 

Harris, Donald Frank 

Hartington, Cyril 

Harwood, Maurice Wells, B.A. 
London 

Hatton, George Arthur Lyon, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Havers, Cecil Robert, B.A., LL.B. 
Cantab. 

Haward, Cecil Percy 

Higson, Rennie, LL.B. Victoria 

Hobrow, Eric John Bentley 

Hocken, Stephen Lotan 

Hodges, Henry Cecil 

Hodgkins, James Percy 

Hodgson, Isaac Harvey 

Howard, Alfred Cyril 

Howell, Frederic Edwin Warbreck 

Howland, Harman John 

Hunt, George 

Ingham, Charles William 

Jackson, Vincent Harry Orwell 

James, Harold Gwynne 

Jenkins, William Gough 

Jones, Edward Wynne 
B.A. Cantab. 

Jones, Herbert Edward 

Jones, Ralph Neville 

Jones, Robert Glynne 

Jones, William Sydney 

Laing, William Frederick 

Lalonde, Lionel Victor Pollock 

Leaver, John Barker 

Lees, Frederick John 

Letherby, Arnold 

Lindsey-Brabazon, 
.oner 


B.A., 


Myddleton, B.A. 


Lloyd, 


Robert Chal- 





Bow 
stree 


Epw 
Hep 
berto 


r) 
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Locke, John Wadham Marjori- 
banks Courtenay 

Lonsdale, Joseph Wilkes 

Lyons, Abraham Montagu 

Matthews, Arthur Jacob 

Mawson, John 

Mellor, John Sydney 

Middleton, Harold Hazelyrove 

Moore, Hugh Stirling 

Morris, Charles Edmund 

Morris, George Parker 

Myer, Henry Dennis 

Nicholson, Cuthbert Freer 

Owens, Llewelyn Arthur, B.Sc. 
London 

Parkinson, Jacob 

Parry, William Henry Liddon 

Peake, Lewis George 

Peart, Robert Eustace 

Peters, Gerard 

Phillips, Cecil Augustus 

Platt, Frank 

Poll, Cuthbert Herbert 

Preston, Richard James 

Price, Charles Frederick Tempest 

Prichard, John 

Pugh, Cyril Henry Wallace, B.A. 
Oxon. 

Pulman, Thomas Melhuish 

Rigby, Robert Stanley 

Roberts, Rupert Wynne 

Rutherford, Laurence 
LL.B. Liverpool 

Rylands. Reginald Victor, LL.B. 
Victoria 

Samuel, Reginald Evan 

Sewell, Edward Owen 

Sharples, Frank Deeks, B.A. 
Cantab. 

No. of candidates 


Edgar, 


Simeox, William Martin, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Soal, Francis William 

Stuchbery, William Owen Cecil 

Tatham, Cecil Francis, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Templer, John Francis Harvey, 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Tildesley, George Henry Richards 

Tonks, George Harry 

Trewavas, John 

Tudor, Gerald 

Turner, John Clemence 

Twort, Albert Edwin 

Urban, Paul 

Vandyk, Arthur 

Veneer, William James 

Vincent, William Morris 

Watkins, Iltyd Fdwin Maitland, 
B.A., LL.B. Cantab. 

Watson, Arthur James 

Western, Oswald, M.A. Cantab. 

Westropp, Berkley George Gale 

Whittaker, Arthur 

Whittingham, Oscar Hanesworth 

Williams, Arthur Rhys 

Williams, Godfrey Edgar Mostyn 

Williams, Robert 

Williamson, John Maurice, B.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Winter, John William 

Wood, James Bonar 

Woodbridge, Cyril Frank 

Woodhouse, Gerald Herbert, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Woodroffe, Kenneth Derry 

Young, Robert William 

Zabell, Walter Austin 


218 j Passed ... os Moe 


By Order of the Council, 


S. P. B. Bucky, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


3rd July, 1914. 


Legal 


News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Tuomas Evans Morais has been appointed by Mr. Justice Law- 
rence to succeed the late Mr. Colt Williams as one of the Revising 
Barristers for the North Wales and Chester district. Mr. Morris was 
called at the Inner Temple in 1890, and belongs to the North Wales 


and Chester Circuit. 


Sir Cuartes ELtton Lonomore, K.C.B., of Hertford, the new Presi- 





dent of the Law Society, who was admitted in July, 1879, was born at 
that town on the 29th November, 1855. His grandfather, Philip Long- 
more, and his father, Matthew Skinner Longmore, were in practice 
there before him, and held many public appointments. At the final 
examination for solicitors in June, 1879, Sir Charles Longmore took 
the first Clement’s-inn prize. He has held the appointments of town 
clerk of Hertford, clerk to several benches of magistrates in the 
county, and county treasurer, and in 1893, on the resignation of Sir 
Richard Nicholson, he was appointed clerk of the peace and clerk of 
the county council. He is also clerk to the Lieutenancy for Hertford 
shire, Under Sheriff, etc. He was an officer in the Volunteer and 
Territorial Forces from 1874 to 1913, and held the position of colonel 
commanding the Ist Battalion of the Hertfordshire Regiment from 1900 
to 1913. At the Coronation of King George V., in 1911. he was created 
a ©.B., and upon his resignation from the Hertfordshire Regiment. in 
1913 he was created a K.C.B. He has always taken a great interest in 
soldiering, and during the period of his command his battalion was up 
to full strength, both in officers and men, and was reported fit for 
immediate active service. He has been honorary ‘seeretary -of the 
Hertfordshire Law Society for many years. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


CuHaRLEsS CoLtins, Epwarp TownsHEenp Drirrretp, and Epwarp 
Bow tes DrirFiE.D, solicitors (Collins, Robinson, & Driffield), 20, Castle 
street, in the city of Liverpool. June 30. 

Besick Epmonps Pemperton, Henry ArtrHur WHATELEY, FRANCIS 
Epwarp James SmitH, Grorce Laurence Stewart, and ANTHONY 
Heptey Leatuart, solicitors and Parliamentary agents (Lee & Pem 
bertons), 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, in the county of. London. June. 30. 





The said Henry Arthur Whateley, Francis Edward James Smith, 
Gecrge Laurence Stewart, and Anthony Hedley Leatheart, will con- 
tinue the said business under the said style or firm of Messrs, Lee & 
Pembertons. 
Joun Rosert PinpER and Vincent Rvssett, solicitors (Pinder & 
Russell), 21, Market-place, Derby. June 30. [Gazette, July &. 
THeropore Water ELLison and Greorce Harrison Eaton JONES, 
solicitors (Ellison & Jones), Glossop, in the county of Derby. June 30. 
[Gazette, July 7. 





General. 


t is noteworthy, says the Times, that among the special jury cases 
entered for hearing between the lst of May and the 29th of June there 
are twenty actions for libel or slander—one-fourth of the whole list. 
Forty-three special jury and forty-six non-jury actions have been set 
down since the present sittings opened. There are ninty-four common 
jury actions in the list, and of these thirty-eight have been entered 
since the 9th of June. 

The Speaker, on the 2nd inst., says the 7'imes, concluded his evidence 
before the Select Committee which is inquiring into the procedure of 
the House of Commons. He gave some interesting figures to show—to 
the frank astonishment of the Committee—that the duties of members 
were much less onerous than they were a few years ago. In 1903 there 
were 297 private Bills to be considered in Committee; in 1913 there 
were only 189. Members accordingly had more time to devote to Grand 
Committees, but in this sphere again there is less work to be done. In 
1907, the year in which the present Grand Committee system was 
established, eighty-two days were spent on thirty-four public Bills. 
Last year only sixteen Bills were sent to Grand Committees, which 
spent no more than forty-three days on them. 

An application for an order of discharge was made on Tuesday by Mr. 
Matthew Righton Webb, solicitor, Registrar of the Whitechapel County 
Court, who was adjudged bankrupt on the 14th of May last. The proofs 
and probable claims made under the receiving order, which was dated 
the 8th of May, 1913, amounted to £28,388. An amended statement of 
tie bankrupt’s affairs did not disclose any realisable assets. Mr. E. 8. 
Grey, Official Receiver, attended ; and Mr. A. E. Woodgate appeared 
for the bankrupt. Mr. Woodgate said that in 1894 the bankrupt became 
saddled with liabilities not of his own making to the amount of 
£15,000, and had since succeeded in paying £6,000 of them out of his 
earrings. The bankrupt was willing to consent to judgment for £4,000, 
payable at the rate of £400 a year. Mr. Registrar Linklater granted 
the discharge on these terms. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. Burgoyne, 
who asked whether his attention had been called to the case of Charles 
Thorly, of Farnham Royal, Surrey, who was convicted on the 14th of 
May for driving a motor to the danger of the public and fined £1, and 
whether he was aware that the magistrates unanimously agreed he was 
driving carefully. Mr. McKenna said he was informed by the magis- 
trates that their opinion as to Thorly’s having driven carefully had 
reference to the pace of the car before he approached the bridge, and 
it was in no way inconsistent with their decision that he was afterwards 
guilty of driving in a manner dangerous to the public. He regretted 
that he could find no ground for reconsidering the decision at which 
he previously arrived. Mr. Clifozza Money : Does the right hon. gentle- 
msi see his way to make representations as to the.Jlowness of the 
penalty? Mr. McKenna: I cannot interfere with the magistrates’ 
discretion on that point, although I am rather of the opinion of my 
hon. friend that they might have taken a more serious view of the 
case Mr. R. Harcourt asked whether, in view of the very large 
number of complaints, the right hon. gentl#man had any intention of 
introducing legislation to amend the Motor Car Act? Mr. McKenna: 
A question of that kind should be addressed to my right hon. friend. 

The first meeting, says the Times, was held at Bankruptcy- 
buildings, last Saturday, of the creditors of Mr.’ James ‘John 
Stokes and Mr. Francis Harcourt Stokes, solicitors; practis- 
ing in partnership under the style of Hawks, Stokes, & Sons, at 
19!, Borough High-street, S.E. The debtors filed their°own petition 
on the 24th of June, and have been adjudged bankrupts. Mr. E. S. 
Grey, Official Receiver, who presided, said that this was one of those 
distressing cases of solicitors who had appropriated to their own use 
money belonging to their clients. In this instance, the senior partner, 
Mr. James John Stokes, took all the blame, and said that his son, the 
junior partner, knew nothing of the transactions. The amount of the 
defaleations could not be ascertained until a statement of the debtors’ 
afiairs had been lodged, but the debtor Mr. J. J. Stokes had estimated 
them at £20,000. The joint liabilities were put roughly at £24,582 
and those of the separate estate of Mr. J. J. Stokes at about £19,000. 
The joint assets were estimated at £5,200, comprising office furniture, 
costs, and book debts. The separate assets of Mr. J. J. Stokes were 
valued at £1,347. Mr. J. J. Stokes had offered every assistance to the 
Official Receiver, and had not attempted to hide anything. He stated 
thas he was seventy-four years old, and had been admitted a solicitor 
in 1861. The practice at 101, Borough High-street, in which he became 
a partner in 1864, was established 150 years ago. His son had con- 
fined his attention mainly to the conveyancing side of the business and 
never looked at the books of account. The money now owing to clients 
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had been expended chiefly in drawings, interest, and in payment of 
previous debts of a similar nature. Mr. Claude C. Campling, chartered 
accountant, had beea appointed by the Official Receiver special manager 
of the debtor's business. The creditors now appointed Mr. Campling as 
trustee to wind up the estate in bankruptcy. 


On the 8th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the Grey Seals 
(Protection) Bill and to sixty-three provisional orders and private Bills. 


In the House of Words, on Wednesday, on the order for going into 
Committee on the Deeds of Arrangement Bill, the Lord Chancellor 
took occasion to express his indebtedness to the Joint Committee of the 
two Houses for the trouble they had taken over this Bill and the 
Bankruptcy Bill, and to Lord Loreburn, who presided over the Com- 
mittee. In Committee the amendments made in the Select Committee 
were agreed to, and the Bill, so amended, was reported to the House. 
The Bankruptcy Bill also passed through Committee with amendments. 

At the Herefordshire Assizes last Saturday, says the 7'imes, before 
the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Thomas Percy Butler, as executor of the 
late Captain Butler, of Church-road, Tupsley, Hereford, brought an 
action for damages against Mr. John Lyon Corser, of Hagley Park, 
Hereford, in respect of the death of Captain Butler, who was knocked 
down by the defendant's motor-car last August. Captain Butler was 
formerly in the 7th Royal Fusiliers, and served in the Crimean War. 
He had retired from the army before pension to officers were granted. 
All that came out of the estate for the widow and children was the 
sum of £175. He was eighty-two years of age and twice married, 
having by his second wife six children, the youngest of whom was 
eleven years of age. The jury awarded the plaintiff £600 damages, 
£300 to the widow and £300 to the children. 


At London Sessions, on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, Hannah Kelly, 
sixty-eight, needlewoman, and Rebecca Morris, twenty-six, laundress, 
pleaded ‘Guilty ’’ to stealing silk and fourteen scarves, the property 
of John Barker (Limited). Kelly had twenty-three previous convictions 
against her, the first being in 1862. The sentences totalled forty-two 
yeare and six months. She told the judge that she was getting on for 
seventy, and that when she went to look for work she was told that she 
was too old. Mr. Wallace, K.C., said the prisoner’s whole life had 
practically been spent in prison. The Prisoner : Yes, my lord, because 
I had seven years when I was a girl of twenty, eight years: when I was 
thirty, five years when I was forty, and three years you gave me your- 
self. I don’t know if I have got any sense left or not. I don’t 
want to end my days in prison, my _ lord. I have tried, 
really. A detective said Kelly had tried to do a little charing and had 
endeavoured to get an honest living. Mr. Wallace told the prisoner 
thit he would not send her to penal servitude. She would go to prison 
for fifteen months. Kelly : Thank you, my lord. God bless you! A 
similar sentence was passed on Morris. 


In the case of South v. W. & G. Du Cros (Limited) before Mr. 
Justice Bailhache and a special jury, on Tuesday, says the Times, the 
plaintiff claimed damages from the defendants, transport agents, of 177, 
The Vale, Acton, for injuries suffered by her through the negligent 
driving of a motor-van by their servant. The defendants admitted the 
negligence, but denied the injuries alleged by the plaintiff. Mr. F. E. 
Smith, K.C., and Mr. Harold Brandon appeared for the plaintiff ; Mr. 
Frnest Charles, K.C., and Mr. C. Dwyer (with them Mr. Morton 
Smith) for the defendants. Mr. Smith said that the plaintiff, a widow, 
wes a nurse. On the 12th of November of last year she was in the 
Finchley-road and wished to enter a tramway-car. She hailed a car 
at one of the usual stopping-places and stepped off the pavement to 
reach it. A van belonging to the defendant company which was over- 
taking the car at a considerable speed attempted to pass it on the near 
side. The van struck the plaintiff and threw her on to the ground. 
Her thigh was badly fractured and she suffered other grave injuries, 
while the shock was so severe that several times she had nearly died 
from heart failure. She had undergone two operations already, and 
her doctors were of the opinion that the limb might have to be 
amputated. Evidence having been given on behalf of the plaintiff, the 
jury assessed the damages at £1,500, and judgment was entered accord- 
ingly for the plaintiff, with costs. Solicitors.—Messrs. Goldberg, 
Barrett, & Newall; Messrs. J. B. & F. Purchase. 


At the Guildhall, on the 3rd inst., says the 7'imes, before Alderman 
Sir John Knill, Henry Stapleton Deans, a solicitor’s managing clerk, and 
Reuben Ravid, clerk, appeared to answer adjourned charges, the 
former of unlawfully, on the 24th of April last, pretending to be a 
solicitor, and the latter of aiding and abetting. Mr. Robert H. 
Humphreys prosecuted on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, and 
Mr. Abinger defended. Both the defendants were in the employment 
of Mr. M. C. Law, a solicitor practising in Fenchurch-street as Harnett 
& Co. On the 24th of April last a series of undefended cases were 
conducted in the City of London Court by Deans, assisted by the other 
defendant, and the complaint of the Law Society was that the former 
actually pretended he was a solicitor. On behalf of the defendants it 
was contended that it was a recognized practice in the county courts to 
allow solicitor’s clerks to act in certain matters for their employers. 
Deans stated that on the 24th of April Mr. Law was engaged at the 
Bow County Court, and briefed counsel in a series of cases at the City 
of London Court. Counsel, however, was not present when these were 
called on. He never pretended to be a solicitor and had no intention 


of deceiving the court—in fact, when questioned, he at once stated that 





h2 was not a solicitor, but a solicitor’s managing clerk. “He denied the 
allegation made on the last occasion that he applied for * solicitor’s 
costs for attending the court.’ The Alderman said he was not satisfied 
that Deans did pretend to be a solicitor. In these circumstances both 
casee would be dismissed. 








The directors of the London County and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
have declared an interim dividend of 10§ per cent. for the half-year 
ending 30th June. The dividend, 10s. 7}d. per share (less income tax), 
will be payable on the Ist August. . 








Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scottish TEMPERANCE Lire Assurance Co. (LimiTep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford’ is probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extreme y interesting booklet containing illus- 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturers 
William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rova, No. 1 JOYCE. WARRINGTON. 
Monday July 13 Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday .... 14 Greswell Synge Borrer Leach 
Wednesday .. 15 Bloxam Church Jolly Greswell 
Thursday - 16 Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
CelGae ccoee. W Leach Jolly Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Saturday .... 18 horrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
Da Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
te. NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Vonday July 18 Mr. Church Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell 
Tuesday .... 14 Farmer Jolly Bloxam Church 
Wednesday 15 Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 
Thursday .... 16 Leach Farmer Church Borrer 
Fr day ecco BO Borrer Church Greswell Synge 
3atu day .... 18 Greswe'l Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 








' The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 13.—Mesers. Kina & Caasemoun, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residentia: 
Estate (eee advertisement, back page, June 20), 

July 14.--Messrs. Densyaam, Tawson & Catmwoces, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
and Leasehold Estates and Investments (see advertisement, page iii, May 23, also page 
619, June 13). 

July 14.—Messrs. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart, at 2; Freehcld Residence (see 
(advertisement, back e, June 27). 

July 14.—Mesers. Weatraeratt & Gauen, at the Mart, at 2: Redeemed Land Taxes, 
Rent Charges and Leaseholds (see advertisement, back page, this week). : 

July 16.—Mesers. H. BE. Fostze & Ceanrizip, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Interest, Mortgage Debt, Sharee, &c. (nee advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 20.—Messrs. Tuckerr, Wesersr & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, back , this week). 

July 21.—Mesers. Tavreoop & Martis, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds and Leaseholds 
(see adertisement, back page, June 2v). 

July 21.—Messrs. Dantet Surrn, Sox, & Oaxszr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Batates (see advertisement, back page, June 6). 

Jaly 22.—Mesars. Taottorr, at the Mart, at 2: Town Houses (see advertisement, 
tack page, this week), 


SOLD BY PRIVATE TREATY, 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caayrretp announce that they have sold, by private treaty, 
the city freehold, known as Nos, 6, Lothbary and 2, Moorgate-street. 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.~FRIDAY, Ju'y 3. 


COMPRESSOL, LrpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 10, to send their names 
and addresses, aad the iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr, Robert James 
Hughes, Victoria st, §.W., liquidator, 
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COLOMBIAN EMERALD Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 30, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edward Julius Alicard & Co, 14, Copthall av, Throgmort m st, E.C., liquidator. 
[grsEY RECLAIMING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 21, to send in their nanes and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to eric Walmsley, 380-6, Produce exchange, Hanging 
Ditch, Manchester, liquidator. 

NATURAL COLOR KINEMATOGRAPH Co, LTD.—Creditora are required, on Or before 
July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of the'r debts or 
claims, to Douglas Johnston, 1, Broad Street pl, liquidator. 

(PA DIAMOND MINE LTp.—Creditors are required, on or b2‘ore August 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 

John Hayman, 11, St Swithin s In, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarrep rm Omamorer. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Juiy 7. 


CoNSALL MILLS, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Kichard Ecroyd 
Clark, Albion st, Hanley, liquidator 

KENT EL¥OTRIC PowsR SYNDICATE LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 11, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frank Alban Hinton Walker, 24, Railway st, Chatham, liquidator. 

SWEDISH TURNERY & HARDWARE Co, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 18, 
to send their names and ‘addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to R. Ewart Crane, 8, Paternoster row, |'quidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 3. 

0. P. Syndicate, Ltd. Compressol, Ltd. 
George Hill ee Hayes Galvanizei Iron Sopa Diamond Mine, Ltd, 

Works), Ltd. Federatei News, Ltd. 
Viking Manu ‘acturiog Co, Ltd. West Coast Stexm Fishing Co, Ltd. 
Lucrative Films, Ltd. The Pumpand Power Co, Ltd. 
Monarch Exclusive Film Co, Ltd., Montana Mining Co, Ltd. 
Panama Timber Oo, Ltd. G. and G, Syndicate, Ltd. 
Diesel Engine Co, Ltd. B. I, Syndicate, Ltd. 
No Cell, Ltd. A. B, 0. Syndicate, Ltd. 
K. W. Bacher & Co, Ltd. The Bradford Bottling Co., L‘d. 


London Gazette—TuEspAY, July 7. 

Claremont Press, Ltd. Prairie Provinces Properties, Ltd. 
Henry Finlay, Ltd. North Argentine Developme it Co Ltd. 
Shincliffe and North Durham Steeplechase Bri:isn South A-nerican Coprs an 1 Produce 

ani Racing Co, Ltd. Corporation Ltd. 
The Cleveland Friers Su ply Co, Ltd. Ouro Preto Gold Mines of Brazil, L*d. 
Rapid Motor Omuibus and Haulage Co, Rosenr»il Preliminary Syuadicate, Ltd. 

td. H. J. Hussey, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, June 39. 


HAES, ANDREW, Uppor Richmond rd, Patney, Stockbroker Sept. 15 , 
meas re + - rs, i J. arston, Easex st, Stran1. oie an ©: Stems 
OWAY, ELIza CAROLINE, Angineering, Suesex July 25 Powell and 
Others, Warrington and Sargant, J.J. Baker, Lennox House, Norfolk A, P 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 


London Gazette—FRiDAY, July 3. 

ANDERSON, ERNEST VINCENT, late a captain in the Royal Flying Corps Aug 3 Atten- 
borough, Wallbrook 

ANDREW, JANE, Harrogate Augi Cousins & Fletcher, Leeds 

BANKS, NANNETTE ANN, Groombridg;, Sussex July 3) Cripps & Co, Tunbridge 
Wells 

BARRETT, SUSAN AMY, Peterborough July 15 Percival & Son, Peterborough 

BENNETT, ISAAC EDWARDS, Walton oa tie Hill, Liverpool July 31 Cleaver & Co, 
Liverpool 

Borgs, EuMA Marra, Cornwall ter, Resent’s Park July 39 Rivington & Son, Fen- 

church bldgs 

BRYANT, PALMER, Snaresbrook, Essex Aug 5 Strong & Bolden, Gracechurch st 

BUCKLE, CHARLES MATTHEW, Lown tes st, Belgrave sq Aug 15 Lowe & Co, Temple 
dns 

caaue SAMUEL, Paul, Corawall, Market Gardener Aug 1 Thomas, Penzance 

CHEETHAM, BeXJAMIN, Southporc Aug 8 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

CLARE, Mary, Bournemouth Auz3i Saltwell & Co, Stone bidgs 

CLARKE, CHARLES, Wardour st,Soho Aug7 Hilder & Co, Jermyn st 

CLARKE, JANET, Poulton;le Fy d+, Lanes July 31 Gaulter, Fleetwooi 

CRAIK, GuoRGE, Alnwick, Veterinary Surgeon aug 3 Hindmarsh & Hardy, Alnwick 

CRosBY, RICHARD DENNY, Maiistone July21 Bracher & %oa, Maidstone 

DAWES, GEORGE, Budl:igh Salterton, Deven Aug 31 H&A Maxfield, Sheffield 

DICKINSON, GERALD WILLIAM, Padgate Vicarage, nr Warrington Aug 11 Barton & 
Pearman, Norfolk st 

DIVETT, yd ELIZABETH, Bovey Tracey, Devon Aug 1 J H & F W Bere, Weston 
super Mare 

Dounmea, JANE, Palace rd, Streatham Hill July 31 Pritchard & Co, Painter's Hall 
Little Trinity In 

DRESDEN, ERNEST, Cavendishsq Aug 4 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 

“DMBEADES, HENRY, Nurstead, Kent Aug 4 Baker, Rochester 

Ev>WARDS, WILLIAM, Dowlais,Glam Jaly 15 Lewis, Newport, Mon 

FREELING, Sir HARRY, Elm Park gdns Aug 14 Crowders & Co, Lincoln's Ian fields 

FRITH, HENRY CHAPMAN, Gloucaster, Sculptor Augl Taunton & Soa, Gloucester 

FRYE, FREDERICK CHARLWOOD, Worthing Aug 17 Baileys & Co, Bernera st 

Hopper, ELIzA, Heyford av, South Lambeth rd Jaly 31 Myer & Co, London Wall 

JOHNSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Altrinchan July 31 Lee & Co, Manchester 

JOWETT, MARY, Huyton, Lancs Aus 12 Radcliffe-Snith & Co, Liverpool 

Lyons, JOHN JAMES, Gorton, Manchester July 10 Mer mon | & Co, Manchester 

NEEDHAM, ELIZABETH, Courtfield gins Aug 1 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 

NICHOLSON, JANE ANN, Choppington, Northumberland July 31 Brumell & Sample, 
Morpeth 

OsBORNE, The Right Hon CHARLOTTE Gopo.PHIN, Hiwkhurst, Kent Aug 15 Loewe 
& Co, Temple gdns 

OSBORNE, KATHARINE MATHILDA, Windsor Auz15 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns 

POLLARD, THOMAS JOHN, Hopton, Suffolk, Geocsr Augl Fowall & Co, Diss 

RILEY, SARAH, Stoke onTrent Augié¢ Adderley, Longton 

ROBINSON, RUBIE SYDN&Y, Finchley rd, July 31 Windybink & Co, St Swithin’s lo 

RYLBY, MARIANNE CHRISTIAN, Penge rd, South Norwood Aug 1 Phillips, New 
Broad st 

SMITH, ANS, Nottingham July 31 Littlewood & Chatwin, Nottinghan 

STAFFORD, JOHANNA, Weaste, Salford July 31 Hol nes, Salford : 

STARKEY, ANNA DEBORAH, Landsdowne rd, Notting Hill Aug 5 Lydall & Sons, John 
st, Bedford row 

TAYLOR, Mary, Worcester Augil Tibbits, Brighton 

THOMPSON, BLANCHE ISABEL MORETON, Sunningdale, Berks Aug 17 Birkbeck & Co, 
Copthall av 

Topp, ERNEST, Haverstock hill, Hampsteai, Barrister at Law Aug 1 Sawbridge & 
Son, Aldermanbury 

WALLACE, JANK ANN&, Hyde Park gdns Augi7 Budd & Co, Austin Friars 

WELL:, LUKE WILLIAM JENNENS, Stone, nr Aylesbury, Artist Aug 22 Minet & Co, 
Dowgate hill 

waees, ELIZABETH, Lauderdale mans, Maida Vale July 20 Dixon & Co, Man- 
chester 

















Bankruptcy Notices, 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, June 30. | 
FIRST MEETINGS 


Victualler July 10 at 11 


| Fox, Vioror, Bristol, Ladies’ Tai 
| x, . » Ladies’ Tailor July 8 at 11.30 
| Off Rec, 26, Ba'dwin st, Bristol r 


EYRE, WALTER, Sheffield, Forze Foreman July 7 2.30 | GoUGE Ly, Aylesbury, Nurseryman July 9 at1l Off 
| Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield iy ¥ ab 00.50 | Coven, Se a 4 x 


| warre 
| FLITCROFT, SAMUEL ELLIS, Wardle, nr Rochdale, Licensed HIGHAM, WILLIAM ERNEST, Burnley, Hay and Corn 


Rec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 


Town Hall, Rochdale Merchant July 8 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


Preston 


AUSTIN, JAMES VINCENT, Leeds, Traveller July 9 at 11 | FRANCts ARTHUR JORN, Bath, Printer July 8 at 12.45 Hoss, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Radstock, Somerset, Market 


Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 


if Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Gardener Juy8 at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st 


BANTING, FeEp, Hamblejon, Hants, Builder July 8 at 11 | GABBITAS, JOHN Huewny, Worksop, Timber Merchant's Bristol 


Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South- | Labourer July’ at 12 
ampton , | GRAY, ARTHUR EDWARD, 
DE RUSTAFJAELL, RoBERT, Victoriast July Yati2 Bank- | 


ruptcy bidgs, Carey st mouth 


HucHes, HuGH Avaustus, St Dunstan's hill July 13 at 


Off Rec, Figtree In, Sneffield 
7 G “ 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Bournemouth, Greengrocer 


July8at4 Dorchester chmbrs, Yelverton rd, Bourne- | JOHNSON, ADELAIDE, Manchester st, Manchester sq July 


13 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


Be, 


MOORGATE STREET, 


L.OMLDOW, 5.C. 


ESTABLISHED IN (890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Clauses for imsertion i 
application. sertion in Leases or Mortgages 


of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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LENTON, AUGUSTIN WILLIAM, Edmonton, Middl, Draper 
July 7 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 

Lona, ROBERT, Bressingham, Norfolk, Miller July 14 
at 1230 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

MACPHERSON, ANGUS, Burnaston, Derby July 7 at 11.30 
Off Res, 12, St Peter’s churchyard, Derby 

NUTTALL, ADA JANE SNOWDEN, Gunonersbury, 
July 7at 11 14, Bedford row 

OrrEeN, ELLEN Louisa, St Leonards on Sea 
Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

PALMER, WASHINGTON, Manchester, Chemist 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

PETHERAM, FRANCES MARY, Oxford 
Rec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

Price, SAMUEL, Treherbert, Glam, Stationary- Engine 
Driver July Sat 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine s chmbrs, 
St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Roperts, THOMAS DAvip, Abergavenny, Hairdresser 
July 8 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

RosENson, GeopMAN, Salford, General Draper 
3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SIDDALL, WILLIAM Henry, Eyam, Derby, Quarry (wner 
July7 at 12 Off Rec, 12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 

STEPHENSON, GEORGE WILLIAM, Appleby, Westmorland, 
Tailor July 8ati12 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Bar 
row in Furness 

SyMINGTON, JAMES, Dowlais, Prevision Dealer July 9 at 12 
Off Rec, County Court Town Hall, Merthyr Tyédfil 

TOWNSEND, CHARLES CoLLINGWoop, Camberley, Surrey 
July 7 at 10.30 Connty and Borough Halls, Norih 
st, Guildford, Surrey 

VARTY, JONATHAN, Lincoln, 
Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Watts, Horace G, Victoria st July 9 at 11 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Watts, FRANK HERBERT, Mincing In 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wits, WILLIAM GEORGE, and 
NICHOLLS, Frome, Somerset, Printers 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Middlx 
July 7 at 2.30 
July 8at 3 


July 8 at 12 Off 


July 8 at 


July 10 at 12 Off 


Bank- 


Grocer 


July 9 at 12 


FREDERIC CLAUDE 
July 8 at 12 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AvUSsT.N, JAMES VINCENT, Leeds, 
June 26 Ord June 26 

HARNETT, ALFRED, King's av, Clapham Park, Company 
Director High Ceurt Pet Jan 3) Ord June 26 

FERRYMAN, ELLA FRANCES, North Audleyst High Court 
Pet Mar 20 Ord June 26 

GRAY, ARTHUR EDWARD, Bournemouth, 
Poole Pet Junel2 Ord Jane 26 

HANNRY, WILLIAM HENRY WksTON, Westbourne grove, 
Draper High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 25 

HARDER, WILLIAM, Port Talbot, Glam, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Neath Pet Jane25 Ord June 25 

Hewperson, James, Grafton st, Mile End, Credit Draper 
High Court Pet May 19 Ord June 25 

HidGins, JAMES, Aston on Trent, Derby, Market Gardener 
Derby Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Lexson, ALFRED Epwarpb, Uxbridge rd, Shepherd's Bush, 
Fishmonger High Court Pet May1 Ord June 26 

Lock®, CHARLES RopeRt, Stockport, Architect Stockport 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

MAP&Y, FREDERICK THOMAS, Thundersley, a 
Agent Chelmsford Pet June25 Ord June 2 

MEREDITH, GEORGE, CUTHBERT, ~ leens orev, 
Chester Pet Jane 25 Ord June 2 25 

Mizen, EDWARD, Aberavon, Glam, 
Neath Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

NIXON, JOSEPH, Normanton, Grocer 
26 Ord June 26 

OvreN, ELLES Louisa, St Leonards on Sea 

Misuse 2 Ord Jane 25 

PALMER, WASHINGTON, Manchester, Chemist 
Pet June 19 (rd June 25 

RoBerTs, THOMAS Davin, Abergavenny, 
Tredegar Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

WADHAM, HAROLD FREDERICK, Aberdeen ct, Maida Vale, 
Stockbroker High Court Pet May7 Ord Jane 25 

WARD, CHARLES Goprary, Rushden, Grocer North 
hampton Pet June 2 Ord June 24 

WATTS, FRANK HERBERT, Mincing In 
June4 Ord June 26 

WELFORD, LBONARD CHARLES CRANSTON, 
Peckham High Court Pet May 6 

Winson, ANNIE, Flixton, Yorks Scarboroush 
28 Oni June 27 

Wiison, Groner CRATE, High Holborn, Grocer 
Court Pet April 7 Ord June 25 

Waient, WILLIAM WALDEN, Heckington, 
Grocer Boston Pet June z5 Ord June 25 


Traveller Leeds Pet 


Greengrocer 


Estate 
Flint 
Underground Labourer 


Wakefield Pet June 


Hastings Pet 


Manchester 


Hairdresser 


High Court Pet 
Lausanne rd, 
Ord Jane 25 

Pet May 


High 


Lincoln 


London Gazetle—Fripay, July 3. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ARNOLD B, Haverfordwest 
Dealer Pembroke Dock Pet June 1s 
BELL, ASHTON C, Wood st, Lace Agent High Court 
May 22 Crd June 30 
Bout, Jouw Howarp, Horfield 
Agent Bristol Pet June 29 
Bonser, WILLIAM, Cinderford, Glos, 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
BRAMHALL, Hereert, Bamford, Derbyshire, 
Stockport Pet July 1 Ord July 1 
BREAKWELL, Bowanrp, Netherton, 
Dudley Pet July1 Ord Jaly1 
BRownk, EK MONTEAGLE, Palace gate 
Jan 20 Ord April 20 
BURNABY, EUSTACE. Churton st, 
Highcourt Pet June 16 
CAMPBELt, Capt RospEart 
Court Pet June is Ord June 3) 

CARROLL, JAMES EDWARD, Swindon, Wilts 
Teacher Swindon Pet Jaly 1 Ord July 1 
COHES, NATHAN, White st, Moorfields, Mere ‘hant 

Court PetJune6é Ord June 30 
COOPER, powaes, Jermyn st High Court Pet June 4 
6 


Pembroke, Cycle 
(rd Juue 30 
Pet 


ABRAHAMS, 


Bristol, Manufacturer's 
Ord June 29 
Fruiterer Gloucester 
G_ ocer 


Worcester, Grocer 


High Court Pet 
Theatric 1 
Ord June 29 
Piccadil’y 


Manager 
High 
School 


High 





Porth, Glam, Pawnbroker’s 
Ord June 30 
High Court 


Crossy, JoHN, Cymmer, 
Assistant Pontypridd Pet Jane 30 
FEARN, HARRY AUGUSTUS, Napier av, Fulham 
Pet Aug 14 1913 Ord June 26 
FREEMAN, THOMAS MuscoTT, Stoke, Coventry, Blouse 
Manuficturer. Coventry Pet July1 Ord Jaly 1 
Gipyney,  JoserH. New Brighton, Chester Salvage 
Contract r Birkenhead Pet May18 Ord July 1 
GRAY, JOHN PALMER, Silsoe, Beds, Inkeeper Bedford 
Pet July 1 Ord July1 
GuRNEY, THOMAS H., Ewhurst, Sussex, Farmer Ha tings 
Pet Junell Ord June 29 
HBSMINGWAY, JOHN, Folkestone, 
July1 Ovd July 1 
JosErH, and MAUD MARGARET, 
Newsagents Birkenhead Pet June 29 
JACKMAN, THOMAS JAMES, Gillingham, 
Rochester Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
Kemp, Groreg, Filey av, Stoke Newington, Company 
Director High Court Pet April9 Ord July 1 
KING, JOHN GorGE, Goodmayes, Essex, Stockbroker's 
Clerk High Court Pet June 30 Ord June 3) 
LASZLO, L BERTHOLD, Fenchurch st High Court Pet 
Mar 12 Ord July 1 
MALLON, M Hi, Worcester Park, Surrey, High 
Pet May 18 


Grocer Canterbury Pet 


Howk, Liscard 
Ord June29 ’ 
Kent, Builder 


Financier 
Court Pet May 20 Ord July 1 
MAEDERS, HORACE, Barnes Wandsworth 

Ord June 30 
MARRIOTT, WILLIAM HUNT SINCLAIR, 
Ravenscourt Park, Illusionist Wandsworth 


1 Ord July 1 
MORTON, EDMUND, and “FRED BiLiAne, Nottingham, 
Builders Nottingham Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
PORTER, GREGORY, Southery, Norfolk, Builder King’s 
Lynn PetJune 29 Ord June 29 

PoOUTLER, WILLIAM, Hendon, Builder 
30 O.d June 30 

REYNOLDS, JeHN, Haverfordwest, 
Dock Pet Jnue 30 Ord June 30 

ROBERTS, ERNEST WILLIAM, Sheffield, Commission Agent 
Sheffield Pet June17 Ord July 1 

ROBINSON, JOSEPH, Dukinfield, Chester, Insuranc: Agent 
Ashton under Lyne Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

RUDD, HAROLD M, Kingston upon Hull, Oil Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 30 Ord July 1 

SHAPIRA, HERMAN, Warrington, General Draper 
ington PetJunel2 Ord June 30 

SHEPHERD, JouN, yy Lancs, Labourer 
June 27 Ord June 2 

THOMAS, JosEPH, Nur veatc m, Secondhand Farniture 
Coventry Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

WIDENBAUM, LOUIS FREDERICK, Charles st, 
Diamond Merchant High Court Pet Ju.e 30 
June 30 

WIGGINS, FRANCIS, 
Pet June 30 

WINN, WILLIAM, 
Pet June 30 


Shaftesbury rd, 
Pet July 


Barnet Pet June 


Grocer Pembroke 


Warr- 


Bolton Pet 


Dealer 


Hatton gdn, 
Ord 
Woodstock, Oxford, Butcher Oxford 
Ord Jun: 30 
Great Grimsby, Mi ler 
Ord June 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLEN, HENRY WILLIAM, Southsea, Stationer 
at3 Off Rec, Cambridge jun, Portsmouth 
BELL, ASHTON C, Wood st, Lace Agent July 16 at 11 
Bankrupt<y bldgs, Carey st 
BIRCH, CHARLES WILLIAM, Altrincham, Ironmonger July 
10 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, M .nchester 
BURNABY, EUSTACE, Churton rt, Theatrical Manager July 
16at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ROBERT HENKY, Brisley, Norfolk, Dealer July 
lLatiz.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
CAMPBELL, Capt Ropert ASHLEY, Piccadilly July 14 at 
at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Couey, NATHAN, White st, Moortields, Merchant 
atl Bankrupte y bidgs, Carey st 
CLARK, THOMAS KOWLANDSON, Harrold, 
Manufacturer July 13 at 11 
Ovtice, Mill st, Bedford 
COOPER, HOWARD, Jermyn st July 14 at 11.3) Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Crosby, Joun, Cymmer, Porth, Glam, Pawnbroker's Assis- 
tant July 15 at 11.15 Off Rc, S3t Catherine chmbrs, 
St Catherine st, Pontypridd 
ENNIS, ARTHUR BALLEINE, Tempsford, Beds July 13 at 
lz Halliley and Morrison’s Office, Mill st, Bedford 
FEARN, HARRY AUGUSTUS, Napier av, Folham July 16 
at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Guryey, THomas H, Ewhaurst, Sussex, Farmer July 13 
at 2.30 OffRec, 124, Mariborouzh pi, Brighton 
HARDY, HARRY, Mansfield,JNotts, House Furnisher 
llatil Off Rec, 4, Castle pi, Park st, 
JACKMAN, THomMAS JAMES, Gi lingham, 
July 154610 77, High st, Rochester 
Joszru,J UH, Sefton Park, Liverpool, Traveller 
11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, 
pool 
Kemp, GBORGE, Filey ay, Stoke Newington, Company 
Director July 13 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
KING, JOHN GEORGE, Goodmayes, Essex, Stockbroker’s 
Clerk July 13 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, varey st 
LAszLo, L BERTHOLD, Fenchurcheat July 13 atl Banke 
ruptcy bldze, Carey st 
LOCKE, CHARLES RopgrRt, Stockport, Cheshire, Architect 
July 15 at1ll Off Rec, Castile chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, 
Stockport 
MALLON, MH, Worcester Park, Surrey, Financier July 
I4atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 
FREDERICK GEORGE, Swindon, Wilts, Oll and 
July 13 at 11 Off Ree, 38, 


Great Grimsby 


July 13 


3UTLER, 


July 14 


Beds, Boot Tree 
Halliley and Morrison's 


July 
Nottingham 
Kent, Builder 


July 10 at 
Dale st, Liver- 


MANNING, 
Hardware Merchant 
Regent cir, Swindon 

MASSEY, ANN, Stretford, Lancs, Corn Dealer July 10 at 3 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Mauchester 

MEREDITH, GEORGE CUTHBERT, Queensferry, Flint, 
Decorator July 14 atl2 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Nixon, JoskeH, Normanton, Grocer July 13 at 11 
Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

Rog, Kopert, Derby, Grocer July 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 

SHAW, THOMAS, Pilsley, nr Chesterfield, Derby, Draper 
July 10.at 12 Off Rec, 12, 8t Peter's churchyard, 
Derby 


ofr 





THoMAS, JosEPH, Nuneaton, Secondhand Furniture 
Dealer July 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

WARD, CHARLES GopDFREY, Rushden, Northampton, 
Grocer July 15 at 12 Off Ree, The Parade, North- 
ampto. 

WIDENBAUY, LovUIS FREDERICK, Charles st, Hatton gdao, 
myn Merchant Jaly 15at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Care 

WRIGHT, YW LIAM WALDEN, Heckington, Lincoln, Grocer 
Juy 13at11 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 


SOLIGITORS INDEMNITY 
POLICIES, 


Providing cover against adie that ma 
arise in respect of any act of neglect, defauit 
or error on the part of = — ; = 
servant of the firm or thei 

in business, FREE FROM ALL. R STRICTIVE 


CONDITIONS can be arranged on application to 


LANCASTER & WILSON; 
“Tnsurance Mo: e Brokers, 
53-5, Bank Chambers,329, High Holborn, London 
med tive Intennees and ee SS re 
classes of Insurance Conmagenee 
and Fidelity insurances a speciality. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1914. 
MESSRS. 


EBENHAM, TEWSON & CHINNOCKS 
(Debenham, Tewson, Richardson & Co., and Chin- 
nock, Clarke & Chinnock) to announce that their 
SALES for 1914 of ESTATES, Investments, Town, Suburban, 
and Country Houses, Business Premises, Building Land, 
Ground Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, Stocks, Shares and 
other Properties, will be held at the AUCTION MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of England. in the City ot 
London, as follows :— 
Tuesday, July 14 
Tuesday, July 21 
Tuesday, July 28 
Tuesday, October 13 
Tuesday, October 20 

By arrangement, Auctions in Town or Country can also 
be held on other days. Mes*rs. Debenham, Tewson, & 
Chinnocks undertake Sales and Valuations for Probate and 
other purposes of Furniture, Pictures, Farming Stock, 
Timber, &c. 

Detailed Lists of Investments, Estates, Sporting Quarters, 
Residences, Shops and Business Premises to be Let or Sold 
by Private Contract can be obtained of Messrs. Debenham, , 
Tewson, & Chinnocks, No, 80, Cheapside, E.C., and 11, 
Waterloo-place, Pall Mall. Telephones : 503 and 504 Bank, 


and 8765 Ge: 
STIMSON & SONS, Auctioneers 
kK Surveyors, 
8, Moorgate-st., Bank, E.C., and 12, New Kent-road, 8.E. 
(near the Elephant and Castle). 
AUCTION DATES for 1914 :— 
July 16, 23, 30 November 5, 12, 19, 26 
September 24 December 3, 10 
October 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 

STIMSON & SONS also undertake SALES and Lettings 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations for Probate and all 
purposes, Surveys, Negotiations of Mort; and Part- 
nerships, Chancery Receiverships, Arbitrations, Railway 
Compensation and other Claims, Sales of Furniture, 
Collection of Rents, Assessment Appeals, &c. 

Separate Lists of House Property, Ground Rents for 
Sale, and of Houses, Premises, Shops, Offices To be Let are 
issued monthly, and can be had free on nen. or by 
post for two stamps. ‘The Sale List is the best medium 
in London for effecting Sales privately and en 
No charge for insertion. Telephones: 624 London Wall, 
and 3114 City. Telegrams: “ Servabo,” London. 


HANKINSON & SON, 


SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS & LAND AGENTS, 
The Square, Bournemouth, 


AND AT 


BOSCOMBE, and CAMBERLEY (Surrey): 


Valuations under the New Finance Acts, for 
Probate and all purposes. Sales of Real and 
Personal Estate. ‘Timber and Farm Stock. 

’Phone—1307 (3 lines). 
Telegrams : “‘ Richmond,” Bournemouth, 


Established over a Century, 


Tuesday, October 27 

Tuesday, November 10 

Tuesday, November 24 
| Tuesday, December 1 
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